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citing  current  material,  also  have  been 
included.  Examples  are  furnished  at  per¬ 
tinent  points  and  a  list  of  reference  titles, 
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Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 
PART  531— -PAY  UNDER  THE  CLASSI¬ 
FICATION  ACT  SYSTEM 
Subpart  E — Salary  Retention 

Equivalent  Tenure 

Section  531.505  Is  amended  to  provide 
that  an  employee  who  had  an  appoint¬ 
ment  in  the  excepted  service  conferring 
a  tenure  equivalent  to  that  enjoyed  by  a 
career  or  career-conditional  appointee  in 
the  competitive  service  and  who  con¬ 
tinued  to  serve  under  that  appointment 
as  a  status  quo  employee  is  eligible  for 
salary  retention  benefits  if  otherwise 
qualified  for  those  benefits.  Section 
531.505  is  amended  by  designating  the 
present  paragraph  as  paragraph  (a)  and 
adding  paragraph  (b)  as  set  out  below. 
§531.505  Equivalent  tenure. 

(a)  Excepted  service.  When  a  de¬ 
partment  has  established  an  employment 
system  for  Its  excepted  service  on  a 
basis  comparable  to  the  career-condi¬ 
tional  or  career  employment  system  in 
the  competitive  service,  the  department 
shall  determine  which  excepted  em¬ 
ployees  have  tenure  equivalent  to  career- 
conditional  or  career  employees  in  the 
competitive  service.  When  a  depart¬ 
ment  has  not  established  such  a  system, 
each  excepted  employee  having  an  ap¬ 
pointment  not  limited  to  1  year  or  less 
Is  deemed  to  have  tenure  equivalent  to  a 
career-conditional  or  career  employee  in 
the  competitive  service. 

(b)  Status  quo  employment.  When 
an  employee  had  an  appointment  in  the 
excepted  service  of  tenure  equivalent  to 
that  held  by  a  career-conditional  or 
career  appointee  in  the  competitive  serv¬ 
ice,  and  he  continues  to  serve  under  the 
same  appointment  as  a  status  quo  em¬ 
ployee,  he  continues  as  a  status  quo  em¬ 
ployee  to  have  tenure  equivalent  to  a 
career-conditional  or  career  appointee  in 
the  competitive  service  in  determining 
his  entitlement  to  salary  retention  under 
this  subpart. 

(Sec.  1101,  63  Stat.  971;  5  TJJ3.C.  1073;  sec.  507 
as  added  by  70  Stat.  291,  aa  amended;  6  U.S.C. 

1107) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mart  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[PR.  Doc.  65-7804;  Filed,  July  23,  1966; 

8:47  am.] 


PART  550 — PAY  ADMINISTRATION 
(GENERAL) 

Compensation  From  More  Than  One 
Civilian  Office 

The  amendments  of  8  560.505  provide 
for  two  exceptions  from  the  limitation  in 


section  301(a)  of  the  Dual  Compensation 
Act  (P.L.  88-448)  on  compensation  from 
more  than  one  civilian  office.  Section 
550.505  is  amended  by  the  deletion  of  the 
word  “or”  immediately  following  the 
semicolon  at  the  end  of  paragraph  (b) 
and  the  addition  of  paragraphs  (h)  and 

(i)  as  set  out  below. 

§  550.505  Specific  exceptions. 

When  appropriate  authority  in  the 
department  or  agency  concerned,  or  in 
the  municipal  government  of  the  District 
of  Columbia,  or  person  to  whom  he  has 
delegated  the  authority,  determines  that 
personal  services  otherwise  cannot  be 
readily  obtained,  section  301(a)  of  the 
act  does  not  apply  to : 

•  •  *  •  • 

(h)  Compensation  for  part-time  or  in¬ 
termittent  employment  as  a  teacher  in 
the  public  schools  of  the  District  of 
Columbia;  or 

(1)  Compensation  for  employment  as 
a  cafeteria  manager  in  connection  with 
the  summer  food  programs  of  the  public 
schools  of  the  District  of  Columbia  of 
a  person  employed  in  that  capacity  in 
those  schools  during  the  regular  school 
year. 

(Sec.  301(b),  78  Stat.  484,  5  U.S.C.  3105) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

Tseal)  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-7805;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 

8:47  tun.] 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  III — Agricultural  Research 
Service,  Department  of  Agriculture 

PART  319 — FOREIGN  QUARANTINE 
NOTICES 

Subpart — Fruits  and  Vegetables 

Fumigation  or  Mangoes  and  Plums  From 
Mexico  and  Plums  From  Guatemala 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  conferred  by 
$  319.56-2  of  the  regulations  (7  CFR 
319.56-2)  supplemental  to  the  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Quarantine  (Notice  of  Quaran¬ 
tine  No.  56,  7  CFR  319.56) ,  under  sections 
5  and  9  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Act  of 
1912  (7  U.S.C.  159,  162),  8  319.56-2j(a) 
(2)  of  administrative  instructions  pre¬ 
scribing  method  of  fumigation  of  man¬ 
goes  and  plums  from  Mexico  and  plums 
from  Guatemala  is  hereby  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  319.56— 2 j  Administrative  instructions 
prescribing  method  of  fumigation  of 
mangoes  and  plums  from  Mexico 
and  plums  from  Guatemala. 

(a)  *  •  * 

(2)  Approved  fumigation,  (i)  The 
approved  fumigation  shall  consist  of 
fumigation  with  ethylene  dibromide  at 


normal  atmospheric  pressure  in  a  fumi¬ 
gation  chamber  which  has  been  approved 
for  that  purpose  by  the  Plant  Quarantine 
Division.  The  chamber  must  be 
equipped  with  a  gas-tight  glass  window 
to  permit  viewing  the  electrically  heated 
vaporizing  pen  inside  the  chamber  while 
fumigation  is  in  progress,  or  be  provided 
with  an  outside  signal  light  to  indicate 
when  the  vaporizing  current  is  on  or  off. 
The  Plant  Quarantine  Division  will  ap¬ 
prove  only  those  chambers  which  are 
properly  constructed,  satisfactorily 
maintained,  adequately  equipped,  and 
at  locations  where  required  supervision 
can  be  furnished.  The  chamber  load 
shall  not  exceed  80  percent  of  the 
chamber’s  volume  when  mangoes  are 
fumigated  nor  50  percent  of  the  volume 
when  plums  are  fumigated. 

(ii)  The  ethylene  dibromide,  a  liquid 
at  ordinary  temperatures,  must  be  vola¬ 
tilized  within  the  sealed  fumigation 
chamber  in  an  electrically  heated  vapor¬ 
izing  pan.  The  gas  within  the  chamber 
shall  be  circulated  by  an  electric  fan  or 
blower  during  the  period  of  volatilization 
and  continuously  thereafter  during  the 
exposure  period.  The  exposure  period 
shall  begin  when  volatilization  is  com¬ 
plete.  The  fan  or  blower  must  be  of  a 
capacity  to  circulate  the  entire  air  mass 
within  the  chamber  in  1  minute. 

(iii)  Mangoes  to  be  fumigated  may  be 
packed  in  export  flats  with  wood  ex¬ 
celsior  before  treatment.  Plums  to  be 
fumigated  may  be  prepacked  in  slatted 
containers  and  wood  excelsior  used  if 
desired.  Paper  wrappings  for  individual 
fruits  may  not  be  used  for  mangoes  and 
plums  unless  authorized  in  advance  by 
the  Plant  Quarantine  Division.  When 
loaded  in  the  fumigation  chamber  the 
boxes  or  containers  shall  be  separated  by 
at  least  1  inch  on  all  sides  by  wooden 
strips  or  other  means. 

(iv)  The  period  of  fumigation,  the 
dosage,  and  the  temperature  at  which 
the  fumigation  is  applied  shall  be  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  such  conditions  and  pro¬ 
cedures  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Division, 
and  under  the  supervision  of  a  Plant 
Quarantine  Inspector  of  the  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture. 

•  *  *  •  * 

(Sec.  9,  37  Stat.  318;  7  US.C.  162;  29  FJt. 
16210,  as  amended  30  F.R.  5801;  7  CFR 
319.56-2.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  5, 37  Stat. 
316;  7U.S.C.  159) 

These  administrative  instructions 
shall  become  effective  July  24, 1965. 

This  amendment  deletes  from  the  ad- 
aministrative  instructions  specific  fumi¬ 
gation  dosages  at  varying  temperatures 
and  volume  of  load  to  total  chamber 
capacity.  This  is  desirable  because  it 
has  been  found  that  variable  dosages  of 
a  fumigant  are  required  to  yield  complete 
control  of  different  species  of  fruit  flies 
of  the  genus  Anastrepha  under  differing 
shipping  conditions  existing  in  Mexico 
and  Guatemala.  In  lieu  of  the  previ- 
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ous  fumigation  schedule,  the  amendment 
provides  for  treatment  in  accordance 
with  such  conditions  and  procedures  as 
may  be  prescribed  by  the  Director  of 
the  Plant  Quarantine  Division,  under  the 
supervision  of  a  Plant  Quarantine  In¬ 
spector  of  the  U.S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture.  This  allows  the  flexibility 
needed  to  meet  situations  presented 
when  shipments  of  mangoes  and  plums 
from  Mexico  and  plums  from  Guatemala 
offered  for  entry  are  affected  by  a  num¬ 
ber  of  variables,  including  differences 
in  maturity,  fruit  temperatures,  degree 
of  fruit  fly  larval  infestation,  and  post¬ 
shipping  conditions. 

The  flexibility  provided  by  permitting 
the  Director  of  the  Plant  Quarantine  Di¬ 
vision  to  prescribe  a  fumigation  treat¬ 
ment  suggested  by  the  specific  conditions 
involved  will  better  effectuate  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  quarantine  and  prevent  the 
dissemination  of  fruit  flies.  It  will  also 
be  of  benefit  to  importers.  Therefore, 
pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  1003),  it  is 
found  upon  good  cause  that  notice  and 
other  public  procedure  with  respect  to 
the  amendment  are  impracticable  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  and  good 
cause  is  found  for  making  it  effective  less 
than  30  days  after  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Hyattsville,  Md.,  this  20th 
day  of  July  1965. 

[seal]  F.  A.  Johnston, 

Director,  Plant  Quarantine  Division. 

[FH.  Doc.  65-7801;  Plied,  July  23,  1966; 

8:47  ajn.l 


Chapter  IX — Consumer  and  Market¬ 
ing  Service  (Marketing  Agreements 
and  Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables, 
Tree  Nuts),  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture 

[Valencia  Orange  Beg.  130] 

PART  908— -VALENCIA  ORANGES 
GROWN  IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIG¬ 
NATED  PART  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

§  908.430  Valencia  Orange  Regulation 
130. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  908,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
908),  regulating  the  handling  of  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  des¬ 
ignated  part  of  California,  effective 
under  the  applicable  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (7  UJ5.C.  601-674) , 
and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  and  information  submitted  by  the 
Valencia  Orange  Administrative  Com¬ 
mittee,  established  under  the  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  infor¬ 
mation,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  lim¬ 
itation  of  handling  of  such  Valencia 
oranges,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice. 


engage  in  public  rule  making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
1001-1011)  because  the  time  interven¬ 
ing  between  the  date  when  information 
upon  which  this  section  is  based  be¬ 
came  available  and  the  time  when  this 
section  must  become  effective  in  order 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act  is  insufficient,  and  a  reasonable  time 
is  permitted,  under  the  circumstances, 
for  preparation  for  such  effective  time; 
and  good  cause  exists  for  making  the 
provisions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter 
set  forth.  The  committee  held  an  open 
meeting  during  the  current  week,  after 
giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  consider 
supply  and  market  conditions  for  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  and  the  need  for  regulation; 
interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  submit  information  and 
views  at  this  meeting;  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  and  supporting  information  for  reg¬ 
ulation  during  the  period  specified  herein 
were  promptly  submitted  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  after  such  meeting  was  held;  the 
provisions  of  this  section,  Including 
its  effective  time,  are  Identical  with  the 
aforesaid  recommendation  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  information  concerning  such 
provisions  and  effective  time  has  been 
disseminated  among  handlers  of  such 
Valencia  oranges;  it  is  necessary,  in 
order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act,  to  make  this  section  effective 
during  the  period  herein  specified;  and 
compliance  with  this  section  will  not 
require  any  special  preparation  on  the 
part  of  persons  subject  hereto  which 
cannot  be  completed  on  or  before  the 
effective  date  hereof.  Such  committee 
meeting  was  held  on  July  22,  1965. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quanti¬ 
ties  of  Valencia  oranges  grown  in  Ari¬ 
zona  and  designated  part  of  California 
which  may  be  handled  during  the  period 
beginning  at  12:01  am.,  P.s.t.,  July  25, 
1965,  and  ending  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t., 
August  1,  1965,  are  hereby  fixed  as 
follows: 

(1)  District  1:  150,000 cartons; 

(li)  District  2:  450,000  cartons ; 

(iii)  District  3:  Unlimited  movement. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 
“handler,”  “District  1,"  "District  2,”  and 
“District  3.”  and  “carton”  have  the  same 
meaning  as  when  used  in  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  July  23, 1965. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Consumer  and  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

[FB.  Doc.  65-7925;  Filed.  July  23,  1965; 

11:26  a.m.j 


[Lemon  Beg.  171] 

PART  910— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Limitation  of  Handling 
§  910.471  Lemon  Regulation  171, 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 


Order  No.  910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
910) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  and  information  submitted 
by  the  Lemon  Administrative  Committee, 
established  under  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 
found  that  the  limitation  of  handling  of 
such  lemons,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule  making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
1001-1011)  because  the  time  interven¬ 
ing  between  the  date  when  information 
upon  which  this  section  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  when  this  section 
must  become  effective  in  order  to  effectu¬ 
ate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  in¬ 
sufficient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is  per¬ 
mitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  pro¬ 
visions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter 
set  forth.  The  committee  held  an  open 
meeting  during  the  current  week,  after 
giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  consider 
supply  and  market  conditions  for  lemons 
and  the  need  for  regulation;  interested 
persons  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to 
submit  Information  and  views  at  this 
meeting;  the  recommendation  and  sup¬ 
porting  information  for  regulation  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  specified  herein  were 
promptly  submitted  to  the  Department 
after  such  meeting  was  held;  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  section,  including  its  effec¬ 
tive  time,  are  Identical  with  the  afore¬ 
said  recommendation  of  the  committee, 
and  information  concerning  such  provi¬ 
sions  and  effective  time  has  been  dissem¬ 
inated  among  handlers  of  such  lemons; 
it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this 
section  effective  during  the  period  herein 
specified ;  and  compliance  with  this  sec¬ 
tion  will  not  require  any  special  prepara¬ 
tion  on  the  part  of  persons  subject  hereto 
which  cannot  be  completed  on  or  before 
the  effective  date  hereof.  Such  com¬ 
mittee  meeting  was  held  on  July  20, 1965. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quan¬ 
tities  of  lemons  grown  in  California  and 
Arizona  which  may  be  handled  during  the 
period  beginning  at  12:01  a.m.,  Pit, 
July  25,  1965,  and  ending  at  12:01  am., 
P.s.t.,  August  1,  1965,  are  hereby  fixed  as 
follows: 

(1)  District  1:  Unlimited  movement; 

Cil)  District  2:  302,250  cartons; 

(ill)  District  3:  Unlimited  movement. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled," 
“District  1,”  “District  2,”  “District  3,” 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  the  said  amended  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  order. 


Saturday ,  July  24,  1965 


(  AO'TA  FEDERAL  REGISTER 


9249 


■  oJ’O  •  T3  '  V 

2  ^  5 

pj.oaSg 

~15:§h,3| 

l33lSSg 

^  Jof- 


lss?S2i££sg*-0 

SgS  S  1  S-Sl  is  §  2  - 

*0^2 
■***g; 


i3  “6  5  S-Stt  ■-6S 

ia|3^9^!ii 

of  «  S  S~ 


"  r 
>■*»  of 


£  «  _  s  > 

5f  >> 


c  s  s  T3  0 

§35  •  -  § -3 1 5 
£?25S8fe 


|g  §1  *  S  g-SS  o  o  *  J^o 

a1lsi3«ignS 
2?g*?«8*al  IS 
SfiIeSllSSs^i= 

iiiiiiliiifiJli 


•gSSSSS 

2g."« 

u  * 
o  >>  S  *ja 

02  c  §  g  T3  o 

B-i&gs 

*»  O  in  -  a> 

oJ  “£3 

*— «  -C  2  ^  <d  C3 

•S  S  |  o'0  5 

g  £“  L-s^ 

S3-|f S 
0~  g  *  g-g 
•a  «t3  ac 


o  c 


•o  v. 

8  « 
e  S 

§ 

JS 

§q| 


Z‘  &% 


to 


•s  5 


ilaiiii 

g*je-  3  %«  J9  « 
05  3  co  jrf 

.S^lSS* 

S>clogS 

S*  si  -S 

■s  utSg  c  JJ? 

§S<2g-e 

8,Jg 

ts  c  g  “?  w 
‘“S  mDu  «  ^ 

o‘-f^e-£3*j 

1§9~01I 

ss«ssll 

•sfslsll 


o  a3  £  £  w  S3 
«  C  X-S 

<D  -5  S  f3  CD 

a  o.  c  .*  • 

^gif?sSS|gc 
Son  :  23  &  8  5 


I|? 

a 


r— 4  I  •*“*» 

.  ih 


I  Q 


^  s 

E  « 


CO  « 
t* 

J, 


§§!?* 
g  g°o  o 
£•2.3  5  a 

s  8  Si’S 
■o^SaiS 

c  <3  a  7i 

*1,2  nil 

CO 


•aSsSJs 


9250 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


C  g  “  boE 
2  §•«  CO 
£  H  t* 
os  a>  2  <v  C 
_  3  Vt  M  m 

S-§5g 

t-^ga-E 

00  03  O 

2  .-g  °  * 

aCcC 
«m  _1  03  O  T3 

°  Sf  s 

y  £  3  & 

<  ^  S  6  £ 

^  ^  t 
Go  ftp  2 
o>  to  *m  G 

£  'S  «  * 

gc>;53 
&»•§  Sf  S 
25  £ 


9f5as|g  i 

•o-c-3  £  ^  K  § 

®  c  8  2  S 

•«2go|g6  ” 

_  5f  <D  ^  j? 

^  i  sl  1 "  5  I 

JJ’gll 

>■§  £  So  o>  it 

;  J  § 

if  IllS.3*? 


§§* 

111 

|§s 

•ft  O  c3 

;  2  •03 

1  fll 

I  J  |  a 

£5* 

bl* 

l  w  T3 

ft 

>  03  O 


I  0)  0)  „•  i  i 
i)  j3  rj  iS  <t-i  3 
■OSS^  OB- 

W  «H  %H  P  *ft  ‘ 
ct  O  0^0  1 

Is  o  g  : 

og^||! 
«  »  »  “■a1 
<o  "  #  c, 

^51|8 

ft«  §a  o  ! 

if  £  §  2  >  1  ' 

iic  3  «  <  o 

3?i|<! 

;e!i5i: 


o'ES'O  ®  n,S  “  v3  .3  2  §  t?  5  ’G 

SSSSSS-SS  §*§.  s$Z§ 


1  S  ®  ®  *c 

!S*|i“ 

;gsfej 

fil=! 


!  ^  C 

2  3  « ■?  2 
’  a  ►  ?  i  2 

>  §"£ *  |.c 

i?s|il 

J  a5  gs  2 
o  9  0  2 

WlM 

lsssEl 


SPSS'S' 

■§55^  e  *. 


s?  g^aif  s-T3: 

hfl  0,aj“bG052£:: 

2?  -  m  G  0-3  2  es  . 

a  Csr^  o  xl  T3  *-* 

|llis.!l!l3| 

S‘ii’S  is  23-=  S I 


s  &i_f 

<8 25<c  £ 


v°  S-S  0  »  3 

!?«f  |Ssbt 
gs's-Ss  gs 


•  bo m 

Iea|B|l»aHl| 

a-i||&l!|§~!c 

«S-o«-S^ti  c  °S  f  « 

lias  «f  If §P? 

>,  3  w*S  -u  „  bf^  oS^w 
o 3  -SGSiftSO-oS 

«f  l§1!|SsS|c3 
ss-gsisa^iisg 
s&sslslsSgs! 


I  <D  H  <3 

is!! 

|j& 

Pis 

ftc  «  B 

c*  0  5  2 

Ilii 

o|g| 


Saturday,  July  24,  1965 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


c  -tJ  ts 

ls°s 


f-!1 

t?  +» 5 

S  ^  CO  ^ 

S  ■o  5?  « 

S  aj 
u  >  'O  > 
a)  43  •*— * 

x>  o  to  4,  -o 

!Sa-°S 
*  if 
,  c 

Sh  .?»  Fh  O 

°.ai|s 

«S-Ss 
0  «  «8  b  2 
o  |  o  s  b 

0  J3  O  <u  o 


i  -o  -a  <m 

-SfcS 

osll 

Is  8  S-j 

Sh  "-iTJ 

*2*Sfi 

s-sfl 

g|5’S  «« 

Iggllf 

^  Q,  3  ^  O  fc> 

IMll 

Iksllg 
:  ®  S  -h  a>  S 
icfiSl'S 
!  Ixss 


!^o  «•§.§ 

>  «  g  *o  o  2 
3xo  3fl| 

I  f  III 

5”g  g  fV 

?|s  IgS 

Hi  °S3 
(4:  ..Sa  g  5 

mh&i 


HiilgS  ! 

C  jo  S  ■£  «  5?  Ip  ft 

11  lip  I  i 
lllflll  I 

go-5%c|  ° 

a§S«3sf3S 

fi2*JsI«S‘! 

llli! II Is 


ijllj 

;|s  e  ► 

III 

?  « * 

a  gX^  fe 
:  X.  x;  3  a) 

!l§I» 

5  lai! 


*!Pi‘f  .8' 

mm 

sp|:§f 2s 

5  t.-S’Ofi 


l  S  l  >nnj 

§S&B| 

Pfll 

flijSs* 

|  ““-1 S 

|l!|i 

M  »rt  S  5  ^ 
gT3  w^o 

1*«!S 

c8  bo  p  o 
T3  C  tj  3 

|4|l 

llsla^ 

2£a&S2 


ill  If 

Pdf 

S-g  a|2 

i|g*| 

£3  ^  9  •  s2  •-  B 

a5°s^  *  a~ 

IfaSil  I  al 

li-S  fc? 

|§Sfl!3l5 


s 

a  ttnu 

if  §|S 

2  ai  IS 
«3  60  o  a  £ 

Ifgf** 


822  s  § 

a  S  a 


S  W3 
^  w 


-a^g5| 

lll>i 

a-  gE 
fees «  ag 

S  -2  s| 

O  +3  Ih  *0 


C3  Ah 
C3  o 

Jill 

Isis! 


!2S°S 
!  *  '2  § 

!  JcU’g 

fi&I 

VaU 

03  O  c  « 

1  3  ’■§  «  t-c 

a  813  o 

Iffy 

■a 

o  o 

c  o  c  > 

2  «3 

g  3 

ssss 

1-41 

w  >5  o 

g &§ 

L  X3  to  S  §  oS 


slfi 

•S  -IS 

Jtg-gfel 

II  till 

»  •""  e  T3 

in  .*  C 


S  ii3-a 

O  y 

•w  cj  ^ 


t"  o  '-i  o  a  a  > 
5  °  1)SinU 

5cfi8^s| 

•S-&S  >»° 

*§-!-!  §1 

Cg«i;g>5 

O  rrt  -t.  ?  O  ^ . 


§  2 

a^s- 
«  a-gxs 
~a2  g 

f6*^  ^  bo 

c  g  E 

O  08 
•ogSft 


>>  >h  eg  « *«  C 

ai«Sal 

lllan 

a  fe  +»S  2 

?ig;fl 

siIMgf 

a  o«  5j- 

*3  >>  w  ^  '-'  g 

loSi-S'g 


fSISIfSl 

Us  Marls -2 
c^SSShV® 
“£  m3  °  O  «5' 


E  “  ?  “  S  ►, 

•g  *  *1 

s 

fe^2g 


=  =S5g:  a^s 

ililils: 

«|-Sigga 

h8?|<§| 


llli 

fill 


■go  £  «9  --a 

(3  §  8 
5,3  g  °£  a 

.•  O  C  0)  TJ  S-I 

33  <a  a,  a  «  fj® 

tesiili 

sp--e-a§§ 


ss  e ■ g* a 

08  HH  0  Im  O 

a  3ooofi 


SSl-ll 

EnSSB 


K  -S 


^  ^Sa 

8  gSs 

3  -  S| 

C 00  0  4J 


C8  0>  ft  g  T3 

a2t 

£§Soo-S. 

Sliaj- 

gSa^fl. 

Esls?g; 

llllll 

Hit; 

§5  ft5a, 


as« 

'8k2 

O  o  -fcj  ^ 

jc  .a  s 

*|§  e 

:gss  g 

.-I  a  S 

l'!i  I 

;f  e. 

£113 

:Sla  S 


ssssf jS«? 

2  °5  o  2  SoSa 

hiiniii 

SMS  f  i 

ia*|  i  ! 

“ogg,  §  2^ 

III!  :  !i 


■guls 

og-o« 

e  4>  05 

o-i96  fe 
O  =  c  S 

§^2g 

£*§.•3. 

|e®J8j 

||gt 

-o-o  a°j 


J3  '  S  T3 

fills 

^  *»-«  o 

tgfS-s  g 

is  §  a+>  o 

WS58 

4,2  >  8" 

2  s 

«  -a  b5 

:Sl8?l 


CJ  <U  . - 

a^|| 
2  >,  M  a 

2  33  3  a? 
8  ^  «  03 


la  as 

-n  <S 


lillffli 

aiiyjl* 

;3l3!i3f 
:ih:H  1 

II  is  It*  I 

iyuiii 

Ifllfifa 


UJji : 

i«il ' 

If  an  ■ 

flsfl1. 

min 

in  If 


§  i  As 

S  a  q  a  - 


SHili 

“S  a  c  o  tj 

a|ifil| 

s8ls!iS 

81  S!3 


>»E  a  M’S 

up 

fa*g! 

°awt« 

|g«3fe 

Sjll! 

H  i  ^  «  « 

0  «  fl|o 
►  Vl  *3  %H 
53  o  S  o 


S  9  “»23-g« 

28  I  i2-o?-° 

P  ;  iiilfs 

IijjHiIi 

lsI=r!lils: 

§1 1!!HH 

Sa!if°l^l 

8-saa|^S5ss 

llll|f|Ssi 

a&  £  fe  “  a^xl  8<m 

.  ...  So  a*j  Sj  a  o  S  o 

|Ii|§!h|S| 

&a-« 

g  o av  «#2 a|  g  g 

iff8  it!  nil 


i  mu 

?  firs 

a  q88«p 

°  nut 
X  llfl.. 

2..®8250 

«es  « tas 
e2 

aSSaSa  o” 

025a3|2 


S  o“  . 

a  p 

°  ii 

a  ®  a—  ■ 

OTJfltsc 

1  asl s. 

§  ga  Ss 

illllj 

iSss-' 

9 13  2  o 

+1  o  *»  w 


>»  l  ts  l  OW  aCJ^' 
aJgO^KjrtgiSg 

B2||giE|S 

|sBg8|tP: 

Hs.p;a!i' 

«  2  o  -sb  c  °  ^a, 

.  prf  .  a  'f  <  hh  O  prt 

a  Ob  c  ^ 

u®  Soi3feo 

4)sa”  ^  A  fi  A  AP' 

|lil!®ip- 

i§s=$s.s:ii. 


il°z 

a  « 

“1=1 

a  tj 


|  5  08  g 

111"' 

glfl 

l3  So  o 


)  «  i  "O  • 
rpag 


a§*  I 

mii 


1  S|g  g|c  o!'H  cl 

“s  a  §  £  «o23  g  s»  o  a  “ 

8  9  c  o  ff  &  «  M 

a  «22^  3°«!S^cd|? 

s  a  a  c  o  g  ^  c  o  ^  «  2  s 


g  aaco 

z  08 

SC - 


3  llli 

2  o  7  p  ^ 

Cfi  L«  tjj]  ah 

a  fasl 


:£gar«car 

-A  *a  axj  A  S#AA 

5§-o|eg'o^S 

a  gj  .9  es  S  a 


3  p-  <u 

aSflS 
o  a  2o 

c  2  *'° 

III! 

o8  o3  a  ,5 

a|  85  5 

2  Oh  y 

o>  c  2  ® 
S33? 
t  £  i  a 

ilil 


Sfi 
£  I 
Ss 
SS  . 

3  a  jc 

X>  J3  -g 

^  jg  O 

°|  s 

CO  A 

M  ^  & 
ca  c  ■*» 
M  O  A. 

O  “JO 

d«C 

aSs 

a«  73 

bH  g 


u-2  2  §2  53  6,, 
3a  aS-oSSS 


9252 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


2£ 

is 

p» 

s  a  oo 
©43  53 

5§- 


»  I  Jbd  ©  I 

m  o  5  ** 

>3  s  s-s 

■s-S  S  ? 

ifiiil! 

>  fa  12  cr  s>  x:  o 


sSg 

S-M 

3  U 
si  * 

Mlp 

S-§S 


«2SSaS®a,0‘3 
fe-o  o«3  ©  «  o5  g  g 

s§aiiIII’S 

jsg  ^ssgss1! 

^  "P  -4-3  -+3  ^  P)  iC 

38  Ss|*a«ls 

asgga  sssa 


3  >  2  2  a 

lilelii 

§  §  £-5  8  l.g 

Ih  .  l  <d  >j  W  r, 
m  oS  n 

■g  «•=  a  ao  s 

||ga|?a 

o  xs  >>  fa  a +3 

»*>  S  T)  <u  •55  w 

l>>S2££g 

S  g~  ^S-S'E 

•§|52§18 

®3  gjS*!  B' 

£  |  43  2?$5'“ 
S  “  <3  ^  2  «j 

Sc  a  ss 

o^&5i 

latsS 
s3Ss 

*ggs 

iss* 

3  Sg  c 
2  3.1s 
8sP* 
«§Sg 

as:3 

£§£§ 

« 

S-g|« 

Ill'S  . 

©  *3  "3  >  t>, 

Z-S-sss 

S5S22 


l  ©-* 
I  © in 


mm  *m 

|ls|e|s  fll? I 

fa2„=S=sSa|Is 

■83 


3 


§3Sg 


5I«S, 


O^' 


R  s*!§i*3:l©li:l 

w_H-g 3 gg  +** 

Is3sl^i -f If S 

£2.-rt‘Sis580°.S35'S£g! 

|!ll{ll|s!llilell 

a  a  a  s  §  3 


43 

e  3  ©  c*  ©  3  2 
H  iln«  O  0.43 


tt!"s 

sfacg 

*"*  ®  “*43 

•o 

.  «  o  52  o  u 

g-g*Sft| 
s  S'g-ls 

fa^85§5 

SS^g^l 

■as  5  |  n« 

g?gsfc| 

SsS^  8  s 

Sw^goj, 

8  'Sa5S 


d  G  ~ 

l-5^  s 
isi&tf  w«2 

(D  9  O^  o  2  c 


•  <L>  i  cS  . 
d*j5  a*  « 


lft8«3g© 

_  fe  *•?  2  u 

I’s-sssga 

>  O  G  •"*  ■*»  Q 
T?  K  *H 


*8  h 

i 


3  gas's  3  3g 

ajQ-228  H  w. .  . 

so«c *  a..gg 

g  g  o,2  ^3  §  >  ©« 

a53o|s  Jls 

SE’O  Ea!  2« 

S  G'vC  h  <d 

^  ®  afa  ^  S  •°* 


§1  I3|l8 


o  73  a)  o 

i^sg 

5-5^^ 

€a|TJ 

|SB2 

Mvoa 

—  «  <D 

0  43'° 

hn 

a  g*a 


>  “i! 
*-•53  ®  12 

°2’8l 

igli 

«J  O  0  3 


■  ®  43  3  • 

1  s  1 2  ! 


I  h  o< 

P§^g2 

PlHKS 

lsi|Ig|s 

lisil^a 

2as?o§S? 

5"ssS:sas 

2S|  tt 

o  2  n  q.2 

Hi  *i 

8»  sfe 

,S2S^5 

■°  3  3,°  * 
C  St,  J3-& 
o 


£  I  l 
o  o8  73 
3  fa  ca 

”  a-S 

2§S 

O  <D  p 

2S 

is  a? 

gas 

°  -f  05 

fa  §  3 


g5558Sg5 

fillip 

+*>300* 
<h30«j  A 

55s2^2.a 

s  ^  2  o  -o  « "S 

lP|liP 

Hssgsls 

8  c2-^  n-0  2  C 

c  a  ^  ®  j,  ^  o 

ss“|sll-s 

®  ©  a  g  a 

■s^25-3C«-S 


-a?s 

?«§?. 

?ai"l 

-Jail 


§5*g 


3j:«- 

+*’3  «  <U  3 
o  <n  3  a  3 

i$Zoq 

HsS 

sssas 


J"u  r'o 
«1: 
is!i!°i!!: 

-*«*OvSSC 


>»  ©  1  t?  •  I  •o 

iilllSJ 

>•«  sw^  a| 

Is  g  15  S  °: 

«c  °  |s  c^’ 
§-?2  |--'S; 

i  ipir 

:s8|a??§| 

!  °43-2’C  B  I 
'  ■eS  1  3  «n  i 

jSs^asSi 


lui* 

,|Sals 

Inh 


©  1  8  8  »  U  I  MI 

Sissasi* 

2'a®MoT|iS' 

a^  3  «2  c^-2 
4»«  8  g-g  §=3  c 

©  8  fa  TJ  ^ 

2>8sacc-. 

S^fl^oOcdJ 

S;c^^2c°  . 

!s|l|il  s.| 

«Pll  II- 

^2So  »isi2'S 

MS®  g §5  3 

S+»-*2  2  “  " 

,<h  d  C  C 

33511 
o  “  3  so  *-  *-• 

+,  5  08  M 
a  o  ji  c  o) 

I  al  a  o  6 


J  I  tf  I 

8if  o| 

f&sf  J 

“  3333 

•°2^a 
o-SjMe 

Cliffs 

i!Ps|h 

:asl|l2r 

il|i:|i 

■a  3 


Saturday,  July  24,  1965 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


9253 


~  a  a  a* 

*1  I  §! 


| •§  ..S  i  S* 
g^a||S- 

l||Slf  8. 

"Ile:es 

5g|=|6§- 
SS3  2  2 


..i&S 

§1«3' 


jlilli  56 

!a*SSs||| 

■gp^pgas 

^D.S'glS-ge® 

so*  J3  a  ^ 
X  a>  T3  o  <a 


.c  i  to  2  5  ® 

jjgSjjl 

mw 

s?  w  ^  g>  *2  5  5 

u  S  °  a3  §  5  «* 


li  £ll?Saas 


IilNsi 

!l|^sl 

^2^  8  o-S  ^ 

Islllsi 


i,2|0l  g  g 

iiJH 

KBs 

i 

flSasSl. 


■SgSS 

>53 g 

(D  as  r<  Q 


ilia 3S 

?s*1 33 

fg-ssls 

IsSjga 

issiii 

•I  o v.2S  st 
03  a  °  ^  g  >» 

•s|§22° 

s§aasl 


2  §■§■ 
’g'S*  * 


:  O  ..w  w  u  a 

jSsiill 

.&S3asS 


lii 

:ls||i 

s««gil 

o  -S 

;•!  3  g  <aS  8 

*  2  8 


d 

* 

pft  CO  -d 

«  -§23 

2  ra-3 


«-3  a  s  a 

2i  2  «£< 
**S<- 


<SC  «  o  *  £-3 
i  jy  -3  5  <u  §  be 
^3.  -5 

!  CO  g-XS  >»]3 
1  ^  T3  52  W  - 

;-2t  «5^o 
isSl-ss^s 
SS^S3!' 
!|5SS5^| 
Lo  §  |j3  o  S’o' 


»&aaSl 
5  *  *3  eJ 

fta-s*5] 
SSg^ -Si 

js&jjsi, 

**3  rtgjl  i 

siISIj 

u;»l 

u  8  °~-g 
°  •  h  S  3  i 

ill]; 


|  <D  I  r+  rt 

!sa  ll 

1  &  cfja  vh 
It>oo|8 

ifjsSg§ 

!pS°l„ 

Jiillf 


|§?  3  1  . 

Itfl  III 

likJH: 

I  5  2  «M  p*  Q  A  ^ 

j*  fits?*  o{ 
103^23  «3  «ji 
i  a*  o  o 


jf&fsi  ; 

I  a®  as  g 

l£§§3g  : 

S^gw-cS 

SoJogS 

fl5lisJM 

.6 1*1  si 

a  c  all  q  «j 


T*  43H  I 

^C«w 

C  °  3  a 

31  s|* 

S33S< 
|  »  8  8  ! 

* 04  gs ; 
8 .2  £  -a  : 

Still 


jo  13xi 
t ' — ■  S?  «* ' — ' 


sSfi 

‘js"  S 

c  « 

1 1 -S  | 
1  «  g  o  •• 

2  co  S  s 

1  o  Omh 

.  ®  S 

ts  §  o! 

#  OflU 

2  I  |  S 

Q  g  &  8 

8  S  3  3 


9254 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


i 


Saturday,  July  24,  1965 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


9255 


Jipf,- 

lililill 
I  Jlftslf 

•si ^  o g a 
92a8°7s!sa 


lies 

as  C  J3*^  "  mvi 

’S'S  S°  as°  a  ° 

S“gll«l§ 

ssilslsgl'o 
8'S“faS^|a3S 

•n^oSH^^gSS3.. 

W  y  _  ir«  M  u  3  a 

sssSSlsBgs 


^  W  _«  I 

a*  u  rs  t 
o  a>  O'  ^ 

3T1 

-«  AS  03  Jg 

■m.c3.S8  8,H~3 

o^>Oi3  aj3  o 


9256 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


§3  >,  M  o  $  5  os  ..*h  S 

sli a|f 1g|sl 

i  w  3  c  o  (SflSo  h 

>a2Sg?dgs6a^ 

;^ISt“l!p|s 

<  ^  £3  0  is  5  ^-?  c  ^  • 

;  5  Sf^.  2  **ti  a  ® ’’g 
ios“5et5-Sc333fli3™ 

!  slassalses 


!ipl|s'iP!I5 

b®  O  3  Q  g  o  .0  <3  4) 


■u 

o’S”s35”,“,5t;s 
a^*>^  fe  is  2  S 

II50S  S  *S-g  »  S5  g 

MU0L,3Q«*»aDat.r 

s^f^Koi25* 

s?»lBSeSaiSSS 

3o5  ag^3|*,^a5,S^ 

~£iaif  actios5? 


"5  3<m  3 
nja  o  S3 


®  v< 

j3os_  a'“2S3^2°¥'Oo 

S!iissa|l0llll 

SssgisaSiH^s 


Saturday ,  July  24,  1965 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


9258 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


©  ^  S 

53  '-'3 

3*2$ 

fell 

«*  3  O.  O 

-Is, 

llil 

z*U 

S|Sg 

2  %3h 

°  Q  §  ~ 
S  \i  d  -o 


<  j3a  '  a 

Si!  S3 

a-2fio  § 

„©  a  8  i 

SSI'S- 

«&a|S 

-  c.  t*>  to  •*» 

S|ia| 

slip 

|5«Sj 

“lefl 

slss* 

Sllll 


llii 

c  g  tf  S 
o  "  " 

©  *  °.g 

>  ^  J3  i3 

wise 
to  £ 

SS'S 


©  a  •  • 

5  0  f  o 
•is  u  o 


KlflillsPH 

‘Untaikii 

|Hl!jlIaI*|| 

IseIs 


a°g5 

:iis 

.  Or-l  P 

i5aS 


1*11 

vi  o  •j2 

°aS%.. 

Il^g 


ESKgtjf  Ssfc 

gSSsSgSgg 


o  8  g-Sfl  -  ©to  s  3  g^-§ 

?!ll||l!j«ll 

|£ia2ag|a||S§g 

ilshiiisllll 


Saturday,  July  24,  1965 


2^0  FEDERAL  REGISTER 

a«8S  ,348 
s*-sa  I  J? 


9260 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Chapter  XIV — Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B — LOANS,  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

[C.C.C.  Grain  Price  Support  Regs.,  1965 
Crop  Rye  Supp.,  Amdt.  1] 

PART  1421— GRAINS  AND  SIMILARLY 
HANDLED  COMMODITIES 
Subpart — 1965  Crop  Rye  Loan  and 
Purchase  Agreement  Program 

Support  Rates 

The  regulations  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  (30  F.R. 
6511),  with  respect  to  rye  produced  in 
1965  which  contain  specific  requirements 
for  the  1965  crop  of  rye  are  hereby 
amended  as  follows: 

Section  1421.2834(c)(2)  is  amended  to 
increase  the  basic  support  rate  for  rye 
in  certain  counties  in  Illinois  and  Mis¬ 
souri  by  changing  rates  in  the  named 
counties  as  follows: 

§  1421.2834  Support  rates. 


30  F.R.  6907  and  containing  eligibility 
requirements  for  cooperative  marketing 
associations  to  obtain  price  support  are 
hereby  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Paragraph  (a)  of  $  1425.4  is  amend¬ 
ed  to  clarify  the  meaning  of  the  term 
“producer-owned”  and  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 


(c)  Basic  county  support  rates.  *  •  • 


(2)  •  •  * 

Illinois 

County 

Bate  per  bushel 

From 

To 

Clinton . 

$1. 18 

SI.  23 

Jefferson . 

1.18 

1.23 

Rate  per  bushel 


Crawford _ 

Iron _ 

Jefferson.... _ 

Madison _ 

Perry _ 

Phelps . 

St.  Charles _ 

St.  Francois _ 

St.  Louis _ 

Ste.  Genevieve. 
Washlngton.... 


§  1425.4  Producer-ownership  and  con¬ 
trol. 


(a)  Ownership.  To  comply  with  the 
producer  ownership  provision,  the  asso¬ 
ciation  must  establish  that  its  producer 
members,  or  other  bona  fide  cooperative 
associations  owned  and  controlled  by 
their  producer-members  (hereinafter 
referred  to  as  “bona  fide  associa¬ 
tion^)”),  own  a  capital  interest  in  the 
association  (i.e.  stock,  membership,  re¬ 
volving  fund  certificates,  book  credits  or 
other  equity  interest)  constituting  more 
than  50  percent  of  the  capital  of  the  as¬ 
sociation.  In  determining  the  requisite 
producer  member  and  bona  fide  associa¬ 
tion  capital  interest,  there  shall  be  dis¬ 
regarded  (1)  the  capital  interest  of  a 
producer  member  or  bona  fide  associa¬ 
tion  in  excess  of  10  percent  of  the  capi¬ 
tal  of  the  association  and  (2)  the  capital 
Interest  acquired  by  a  producer  member 
or  bona  fide  association  as  a  result  of  a 
loan  unless  the  producer  member  or  bona 
fide  association  is  obligated  to  repay  the 
loan  within  a  reasonable  period  of  time. 


§  1425.5  Articles  or  bylaw  provisions. 


(8ec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  15  UJS.C. 
714b;  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  5,  62  Stat.  1072, 
secs.  105,  401,  63  Stat.  1061,  as  amended;  15 
UJ3.C.  714c,  7  U.S.C.  1421,  1441) 

Effective  date:  Upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
20, 1965. 

E.  A.  Jaenke, 

Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 


[F.R.  Doc.  65-7831;  FUed,  July  23,  1965; 
8:49  ajn.] 


[Eligibility  Requirements  for  Price  Support, 
Amdt.  1] 


PART  1425 — COOPERATIVE 
MARKETING  ASSOCIATIONS 
Subpart — Eligibility  Requirements  for 
Price  Support 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 


Title  14-AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 


2.  Paragraph  (g)  of  S  1425.5  is  amend¬ 
ed  to  permit  voting  by  proxy  in  States 
where  the  Executive  Vice  President, 
CCC  is  satisfied  that  voting  by  mail 
ballot  is  not  permitted  on  the  stated 
issue  in  the  State  in  which  the  associa¬ 
tion  is  incorporated  and  to  read  as 
follows: 


Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

[Docket  No.  6619;  Amdt.  39-108] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Boeing  Model  727  Series  Airplanes 

A  proposal  to  amend  Part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  include 
an  airworthiness  directive  requiring  re¬ 
placement  of  the  thrust  reverser  actua¬ 
tor  piston  on  Boeing  Model  727  Series 
airplanes  was  published  in  30  FR.  6274. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  amendment.  One  com¬ 
ment  questioned  the  necessity  for  the 
issuance  of  an  AD.  since  affected  opera¬ 
tors  have  proposed  voluntary  compliance. 
The  Agency  feels  that  the  AD  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  insure  compliance  on  future  air¬ 
planes  and  to  prevent  modifications  that 
would  not  comply  with  the  AD. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (25  FR.  6489', 
§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  airworthiness  directive: 


Boeing.  Applies  to  Model  727  Series  air¬ 
planes. 

Compliance  required  within  the  next  600 
hours'  time  In  service  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD  unless  already  accomplished. 

To  prevent  Inadvertent  thrust  reversing 
from  failure  of  the  locking  pin,  replace  the 
thrust  reverser  lockout  actuator  piston.  P/N 
65-37853-2,  on  each  engine,  with  actuator 
piston,  P/N  65-37853-3,  In  accordance  with 
Boeing  Alert  Service  Bulletin  No.  78-18,  or 
later  FAA-approved  revision,  or  an  equiva¬ 
lent  approved  by  the  Chief,  Aircraft  Engi¬ 
neering  Division,  FAA  Western  Region. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
August  23,  1965. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  at  1958;  49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421, 
and  1423) 


(g)  Proxy  or  power  of  attorney.  Vot¬ 
ing  by  proxy  or  under  power  of  attorney 
shall  not  be  permitted  except  that  voting 
by  proxy  or  under  power  of  attorney  may 
be  permitted  in  order  to  increase  the 
stock  indebtedness  of  an  association  if 
the  association  seeking  to  hold  such  vote 
establishes  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Vice  President,  CCC,  that  the  law 
of  the  State  in  which  the  association  is 
incorporated  does  not  permit  members  to 
vote  by  mail  on  this  issue  and  does  permit 
voting  by  proxy  or  power  of  attorney. 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
16, 1965. 

C.  W.  Walker, 
Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 


[F.R.  Doc.  65-7773;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-CE-3  ] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 


Effective  date :  Upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 


Designation  of  Control  Zone  and 
Transition  Area 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
20, 1965. 

E.  A.  Jaenke, 

Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 


The  regulations  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation,  published  in 


[FR.  Doc.  65-7832;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 
8:49  aui.] 


On  February  9,  1965,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (30  FR.  1816)  statin* 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  designate  controlled  airspace  in 
the  vicinity  of  McCook,  Nebr.  Subse¬ 
quent  to  the  publication  of  this  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making,  it  was  determined 
that  certain  changes  would  have  to  be 
made  in  the  designation  of  the  proposed 
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transition  area.  These  change*  were  set 
forth  in  a  supplemental  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making,  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  March  31, 1965  (30  FH. 

4207). 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  the  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  Due  consideration  was  given  to 
all  relevant  matters  presented. 

Subsequent  to  the  publication  of  the 
supplemental  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making,  the  Instrument  approach  radlals 
for  the  terminal  VOR  approaches  to 
Runways  30  and  12  had  to  be  slightly 
realigned.  This  realignment  necessi¬ 
tated  certain  minor  changes  in  the  desig¬ 
nation  of  the  control  zone  and  transition 
area  proposed  at  McCook,  Nebr.  Since 
these  changes  are  minor  in  nature,  and 
Impose  no  additional  burden  on  any  per¬ 
son,  notice  and  public  procedure  hereon 
are  unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  affective  0001  e.s.t,  Septem¬ 
ber  16,  1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

(1)  In  5  71.171  (29  F.R  17581)  the 
following  control  zone  is  added: 

McCook,  Nebr. 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  McCook,  Nebr., 
Municipal  Airport  (latitude  40‘12'26"  N, 
longitude  100*35'20"  W.) ,  and  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  McCook  VOR  123*  and  318* 
redials,  extending  from  the  5 -mile  radius 
rone  to  8  miles  SE  and  NW  of  the  VOR.  This 
control  zone  will  be  effective  during  the  times 
established  by  a  Notice  to  Airmen  and  con¬ 
tinuously  published  In  the  Airman's  Infor¬ 
mation  Manual. 

(2)  In  §71.181  (29  F.R.  17643)  the 
following  transition  area  is  added: 

McCook,  Nebr. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7 -mile  radius 
of  the  McCook,  Nebr.,  Municipal  Airport 
(latitude  40*12'26"  N„  longitude  100*35'20" 
W.) ;  and  within  8  miles  NE  and  6  miles  SW 
of  the  McCook  VOR  123*  radial,  extending 
from  the  VOR  to  13  miles  BE  of  the  VOR; 
and  within  8  miles  NE  and  5  miles  SW  of 
the  McCook  VOR  318*  radial,  extending  from 
the  VOR  to  12  miles  NW  of  the  VOR;  and 
that  airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  within  5  miles  each 
side  of  a  direct  line  from  the  McCook  VOR 
to  the  Hays  Center,  Nebr.,  VORTAC,  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  McCook  VOR  to  the  Hays  Center 
VORTAC. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 

1958  ;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  July  14, 

1965. 

Edward  C.  Marsh, 
Director,  Central  Region. 
(FR.  Doc.  65-7774;  Filed,  July  23,  1966; 
8:45  a.m.J‘ 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  66-80-37] 

PART  71 — DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and 
Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  June  12,  1965,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (30  F.R.  7663) ,  stating  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  proposed  to 


alter  the  control  zone  and  designate  a 
transition  area  at  Sarasota,  Fla. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  In  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  October 
14,  1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  In  §  71.171  (29  F.R.  17581)  the  Sara¬ 
sota,  Fla.,  control  zone  is  amended  to 
read: 

Sarasota,  Fla. 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the  Sarasota- 
Bradenton  Airport  (latitude  27°23'47'*  N., 
longitude  82  *38' 15"  W.) ;  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  Sarasota  VOR  299*  radial  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  5 -mile  radius  zone  to  7  miles 
NW  of  the  VOR,  from  0600  to  2200  hours, 
local  time,  dally. 

2.  In  i  71.181  (29  F.R.  17643)  the  fol¬ 
lowing  is  added: 

8 ar as ota,  Fla. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mlle  radius 
of  Saraaota-Bradenton  Airport  (latitude  27*- 
23'47"  N.,  longitude  82*33  15"  W.);  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  Sarasota,  Fla.,  VOR 
299*  radial  extending  from  the  5-mlle  radius 
area  to  8  miles  NW  of  the  VOR. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  TJ.S.C.  1348(a) ) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  on  July  15, 
1965. 

Paul  H.  Boatman, 
Acting  Director,  Southern  Region. 

(F.R.  Doc.  65-7775;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 

8:45  am.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  66-CK-29] 

PART  71—  DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Realignment,  Revocation,  and  Desig¬ 
nation  of  VOR  Federal  Airways  and 
Alteration  of  Control  Area  Exten¬ 
sions 

On  May  7,  1965,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  In  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (30  FJt.  6400)  stating  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  was  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that  would 
realign  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  285  from 
Goshen.  Ind.,  direct  to  Kokomo,  Ind., 
and  extend  it  from  Kokomo  direct  to 
Indianapolis,  Ind.;  realign  and  extend 
VOR  Federal  airway  No.  96  from  Fort 
Wayne,  Ind.,  direct  to  Kokomo,  direct  to 
Indianapolis;  revoke  VOR  Federal  air¬ 
way  No.  55  east  alternate  from  Goshen 
to  Fort  Wayne;  revoke  VOR  Federal 
airway  No.  11  W  alternate  from  Indian¬ 
apolis  to  Fort  Wayne;  that  would  desig¬ 
nate  the  Kokomo  VOR  as  a  low  altitude 
reporting  point;  and  that  would  alter 
the  Indianapolis  and  Chicago,  m.  control 
area  extensions. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  All  comments  re¬ 
ceived  were  favorable. 

Subsequent  to  the  Issuance  of  the  no¬ 
tice,  the  Chicago,  Ill.,  control  area  ex¬ 


tension  was  revoked  in  a  separate  air¬ 
space  action  (30  FJi.  3350).  Therefore, 
action  is  taken  herein  to  cancel  altera¬ 
tion  of  this  control  area  extension  as 
proposed  in  the  notice. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  Is  amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t., 
September  16,  1965,  as  hereinafter  set 
forth. 

1.  Section  71.123  (29  F.R.  17509,  30 
F.R.  1111,  1836,  6241),  is  amended  as 
follows: 

a.  In  V-ll  “to  Fort  Wayne,  and  also  a 
W  alternate  via  INT  of  Indianapolis  022° 
and  Fort  Wayne  233*  radlals;”  is  deleted 
and  “to  Fort  Wayne;”  is  substituted 
therefor. 

b.  In  V-55  “Goshen,  Ind.,  including  a 
W  alternate  via  INT  Fort  Wayne  281* 
and  Goshen  168*  radlals,  excluding  the 
airspace  between  the  main  and  this  W 
alternate  airway;”  is  deleted  and 
“Goshen,  Ind.;”  is  substituted  therefor. 

c.  V-96  is  amended  to  read  as  follows; 

V-96  From  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  via 
Kokomo,  Ind.;  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.;  to 
WatervUle,  Ohio. 

d.  In  V-285  all  before  “to  Goshen.”  1s 
deleted  and  “From  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
via  Kokomo,  Ind.;”  is  substituted  there¬ 
for. 

2.  In  5  71.203  (29  FJEt.  17711)  “Koko¬ 
mo,  Ind.,”  Is  added. 

3.  Section  71.165  (29  FR.  17557)  is 
amended  as  follows : 

In  the  Indianapolis  control  area  ex¬ 
tension  “to  the  NW  boundary  of  V-ll 
W  alternate,  thence  SW  along  the  NW 
boundary  of  V-ll”  Is  deleted  and  “to 
the  NW  boundary  of  V-285,  thence  SW 
along  the  NW  boundary  of  V-285”  Is 
substituted  therefor. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  US.C.  1348) 

Issued  In  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
19, 1965. 

Daniel  E.  Barrow, 

Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

[FR.  Doc.  65-7776;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-SO-3] 

part  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Realignment  of  VOR  Federal  Airway 

On  April  30,  1965,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (30  FJt.  6120)  stating  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  was  consid¬ 
ering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that  would 
redesignate  the  S  alternate  segment  of 
VOR  Federal  airway  No.  492  from  La 
Belle,  Fla.,  to  West  Palm  Beach,  Fla.,  via 
the  intersection  of  the  La  Belle  112° 
and  the  West  Palm  Beach  252*  True 
radials. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  participate  in  the  proposed 
rule  making  through  the  submission  of 
comments.  All  comments  received  were 
favorable. 
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In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  Septem¬ 
ber  16,  1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.123  (29  F.R.  17509),  V-492  is 
amended  by  deleting  “West  Palm  Beach 
266°”  and  substituting  “West  Palm  Beach 
252°”  therefor.- 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  19, 
1965. 

Daniel  E.  Barrow, 

Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Dimsion. 

(F.R.  Doc.  65-7777;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-SW-10] 

PART  71— designation  of  federal 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Revocation  and  Designation  of 
Federal  Airways 

On  May  7,  1965,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (30  FR.  6400)  stating  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  was  consid¬ 
ering  amendments  to  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  that  would 
revoke  the  segment  of  VOR  Federal  air¬ 
way  No.  63  between  Waco,  Tex.,  and  Sul¬ 
phur  Springs,  Tex.,  and  that  would  ex¬ 
tend  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  54  from 
Quitman,  Tex.,  via  the  intersection  of 
the  Quitman  243°  and  the  Waco  037° 
True  radials. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  All  comments  re¬ 
ceived  were  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  Septem¬ 
ber  16, 1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.123  (29  FR.  17509)  the  follow¬ 
ing  amendments  are  made: 

a.  In  V-54  “From  Quitman,  Tex.,  via” 
is  deleted  and  “From  Waco,  Tex.,  via  INT 
of  Waco  037°  and  Quitman,  Tex.,  243° 
radials;  Quitman;”  is  substituted  there¬ 
for. 

b.  In  V-63  everything  before  “From 
McAlester,  Okla.”  is  deleted. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  19, 
1965. 

Daniel  E.  Barrow, 

Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-7778;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 

8:45  am.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-WA-46] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  and  Designation  of 
Reporting  Points 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 


tions  is  to  eliminate  all  but  one  of  the 
directional  reporting  points,  revoke  the 
Ponca  City,  Okla.,  reporting  point,  desig¬ 
nate  high  altitude  reporting  points  at 
Fayetteville,  Ark.,  and  Walnut  Ridge, 
Ark.,  and  change  the  Adak,  Alaska,  re¬ 
porting  point  from  the  Adak  radio  range 
to  the  Adak  radio  beacon. 

Designated  reporting  points  are  em¬ 
ployed  by  air  traffic  control  for  the  safe 
and  efficient  movement  of  air  traffic. 
ATC  requirements  periodically  change 
due  to  alterations  of  procedures  on  air¬ 
way  and  jet  route  alignments.  The 
implementation  of  radar  and  other  pro¬ 
cedures  have  negated  the  requirement 
for  most  of  the  directional  reporting 
indications  on  charts.  Therefore,  ac¬ 
tion  is  taken  herein  to  revoke  the  portion 
of  reporting  point  designations  that  in¬ 
dicate  specific  airways  or  routes.  Ad¬ 
ditionally,  Fayetteville  and  Walnut 
Ridge  are  designated  herein  as  high  alti¬ 
tude  reporting  points  and  the  Adak 
radio  beacon  is  substituted  for  the  Adak 
radio  range  as  a  reporting  point.  Fin¬ 
ally,  since  the  Ponca  City  reporting  point 
is  no  longer  required  for  air  traffic  con¬ 
trol  purposes,  it  is  revoked  herein. 

Since  these  amendments  are  essen¬ 
tially  procedural  and  minor  in  nature, 
notice  and  public  procedure  hereon  are 
unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  Septem¬ 
ber  16,  1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  In  §  71.203  (29  FH.  17711)  the 
pertinent  reporting  points  are  changed 
to  read  as  follows: 

Akron,  Colo. 

Barstow  INT:  INT  Hector,  Calif.,  263°,  Dag¬ 
gett,  Calif.,  229°  radials. 

Boulder,  Nev. 

Brookley,  Ala. 

Carleton,  Mich. 

Coldwater  INT:  INT  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  148°, 
Findley,  Ohio,  249°  radials. 

Dublin,  Ga. 

Edgerton  INT:  INT  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  040°, 
Waterville,  Ohio,  273°  radials. 

Falmouth,  Ky. 

Front  Royal,  Va. 

Garrett  INT:  INT  Goshen,  Ind.,  108°,  Ft. 

Wayne,  Ind.,  016°  radials. 

Garrison  INT:  INT  Drummond,  Mont.,  091°, 
Butte,  Mont.,  002°  radials. 

Gavlota,  Calif. 

Goshen,  Ind. 

Hampton  INT:  INT  Harrisburg,  Pa  ,  196°, 
Lancaster,  Pa.,  255°  radials. 

Hector,  Calif. 

Herndon,  Va. 

Houlton,  Maine. 

Hutchinson,  Kans. 

Jackson,  Mich. 

Keeler,  Mich. 

Kinston,  N.C. 

Laramie,  Wyo. 

Leslie  INT:  INT  Salem,  Mich.,  272°,  Lansing, 
Mich.,  159°  radials. 

Lewis,  Ind. 

Liberty,  N.C. 

Litchfield,  Mich. 

Macon,  Ga. 

Martlnsburg,  W.  Va. 

Moline,  Ill. 

Nabb,  Ind. 

Norris  INT:  INT  Westchester,  Pa.,  250°,  Lan¬ 
caster,  Pa.,  178°  radials. 

North  Platte,  Nebr. 

Oceanside,  Calif. 

Pahokee,  Fla. 

Palm  Springs,  Calif. 

Plalnview.  Tex. 


Plattsburg,  N.Y. 

Point  Reyes,  Calif. 

Pomona,  Calif. 

Priest.  Calif. 

Rockford,  Ill. 

Rocky  Mount,  N.C. 

Salt  Flat,  Tex.  * 

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

Shelbyvllle,  Ind. 

Stacy  INT:  INT  Blackford,  Va.,  009°,  Blue- 
field,  W.  Va.,  267°  radials. 

Sterling  INT:  INT  Providence,  R.I.,  270°, 
Norwich,  Conn.,  043°  radials. 

Stevens  Point,  Wls. 

Tiverton,  Ohio 
Topeka,  Kans. 

Tuskegee,  Ala. 

Tyrone,  Pa. 

West  Point,  Ind. 

White  Cloud,  Mich. 

Yakima,  Wash. 

2.  In  5  71.207  (29  FR.  17718)  the  fol¬ 
lowing  changes  are  made: 

a.  The  pertinent  reporting  points  are 
changed  to  read  as  follows: 

Denver,  Colo. 

Gordonsvllle,  Va. 

Greenwood,  Miss. 

Joliet,  IU. 

Northbrook,  Ill. 

Pendleton,  Oreg. 

b.  The  following  reporting  points  are 
added: 

Fayetteville,  Ark. 

Walnut  Ridge,  Ark. 

c.  The  Ponca  City,  Okla.  reporting 
point  is  deleted. 

3.  In  §  71.211  (29  FR.  17723,  19185) 
the  following  changes  are  made: 

a.  “Adak,  Alaska,  RR”  is  deleted  and 
“Adak,  Alaska,  RBN”  is  substituted 
therefor. 

b.  The  pertinent  reporting  points  are 
changed  to  read  as  follows: 

Nenabank  INT:  INT  W  course  Fairbanks, 
Alaska,  RR,  NW  course. 

Nenana,  Alaska,  RR. 

Petersburg,  Alaska,  RR. 

Skllak  INT:  INT  Anchorage,  Alaska,  198°, 
Homer,  Alaska,  027°  radials. 

4.  In  §  71.213  (29  FR.  19185)  “Adak, 
Alaska,  RR”  is  deleted  and  “Adak, 
Alaska,  RBN”  is  substituted  therefor. 

5.  In  §  71.215  the  Palmtree  INT  re¬ 
porting  point  is  changed  to  read  as 
follows: 

Palmtree  INT:  INT  Molokai,  Hawaii,  268°, 
Lanai,  Hawaii,  304°  radials. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958;  49  US.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
19, 1965. 

Daniel  E.  Barrow, 
Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-7779;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 
8:45  am.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-CE-89) 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Transition  Area 

Controlled  airspace  in  the  Vichy,  Mo., 
area  presently  consists  of  a  transition 
area  designated  as : 
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That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mile  radius 
of  the  Holla  National  Airport  (latitude 
38e07'40”  N..  longitude  91<>46'10"  W.) ,  Vichy, 
Mo.;  within  3  miles  either  side  of  the  Vichy 
VORTAC  007*  radial  extending  from  the  5- 
mlle  radius  area  to  8  miles  NE  of  the 
VORTAC;  and  the  airspace  extending  upward 
from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface  within  10 
miles  SE  and  7  miles  NW  of  the  Vichy 
VORTAC  239*  and  059*  radials  extending 
from  20  miles  SW  to  9  miles  NE  of  the 
VORTAC. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  con¬ 
ducted  a  further  study  of  the  airspace 
requirements  in  the  Vichy,  Mo.,  area  and 
has  determined  that  Air  Traffic  Control 
holding  pattern  requirements  will  permit 
the  reduction  in  size  of  the  Vichy,  Mo., 
transition  area.  Therefore,  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is  here¬ 
in  amended  to  reduce  the  size  of  the 
Vichy,  Mo.,  transition  area.  Since  this 
amendment  is  less  restrictive  and  im¬ 
poses  no  additional  burden  on  any  person, 
notice  and  public  procedure  hereon  are 
unnecessary. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended,  effective  upon  publication  of 
this  Final  Rule  in  the  Federal  Register, 
as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (29  F.R.  17643)  the  Vichy, 
Mo.,  transition  area  is  amended  to  read; 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  5-mUe  radius 
of  Rolla  National  Airport  (latitude  38*07'40" 
N„  longitude  91°48'10"  W.)  and  within  2 
mlies  each  side  of  the  Vichy  VORTAC  067* 
radial  extending  from  the  6 -mile  radius  area 
to  8  miles  NE  of  the  VORTAC,  and  the  air¬ 
space  extending  upward  from  1,200  feet  above 
the  surface  within  8  miles  SE  and  5  miles 
NW  of  the  Vichy  VORTAC  059*  and  239* 
radials,  extending  from  7  miles  NE  to  13 
miles  SW  of  the  VORTAC,  and  within  5  miles 
SE  and  8  miles  NW  of  the  Vichy  VORTAC 
067°  radial,  extending  from  the  VORTAC  to 
12  miles  NE  of  the  VORTAC. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1058;  49  U.S.C.  1848) 

Issued  In  Kansas  City,  Mo„  on  July  14, 

1965. 

Edward  C.  Marsh, 
Director,  Central  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  85-7780;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 

8:45  a.m.] 


Title  18— CONSERVATION  OF 
POWER  AND  WATER  RESOURCES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Power 
Commission 

[Docket  No.  R-253;  Order  No.  301] 

PART  260— STATEMENTS  AND 
REPORTS  (SCHEDULES) 

Annual  Report  Form  No.  2 — Natural 
Gas  Companies — Take  or  Pay  Gas 
Purchase  Prepayments  and  Deliv¬ 
ery  Obligations  Schedules 

July  19,  1965. 

On  December  24,  1963,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  issued  a  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  in  this  proceeding  (29  F.R.  21, 
January  1, 1964) ,  wherein  it  proposed  the 


addition  of  two  new  schedules,  supple¬ 
menting  the  information  supplied  in  ex¬ 
isting  schedules,  to  the  Annual  report, 
FPC  Form  No.  2,  required  by  S  260.1  of 
Regulations  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 
The  Information  to  be  supplied  is  re¬ 
quired  to  enable  the  Commission  to  make 
thorough  analyses  of  the  prepayments 
made  by  pipeline  companies  and  their 
customers  under  take-or-pay  sales  agree¬ 
ments.  Existing  schedules  are  couched 
in  general  terms  and  do  not  provide  a 
specific  form  for  entering  detailed  in¬ 
formation  on  prepaid  gas  purchases  or 
sales.  On  the  other  hand,  the  detailed 
information  to  be  required  hereafter  will 
enable  the  Commission  to  evaluate  an¬ 
nually  the  growth  or  decline  in  the  effect 
of  the  use  of  prepayment  sales  agree¬ 
ments  and  the  dollars  involved.  Since 
prepayments  received  by  the  pipeline 
companies  under  field  sales  and  other 
agreements  have  an  offsetting  effect  on 
the  prepayments  paid  out  by  such  pipe¬ 
line  companies,  it  is  necessary  for  the 
Commission,  as  well  as  other  interested 
persons,  to  have  the  detail  of  such  off¬ 
setting  amounts  in  order  to  evaluate  the 
net  effect  of  prepayments  on  the  pipeline 
companies — the  basic  purpose  of  the 
proceeding. 

The  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
elicited  responses  from  six  pipeline  com¬ 
panies,  one  distributor  and  two  State 
Commissions.  The  opposition  was  di¬ 
rected  principally  against  instruction 
paragraphs  Nos.  2  and  5  in  both  sched¬ 
ules. 

Instruction  No.  2  would  require  the 
companies  to  submit  the  dates  of  the 
latest  gas  reserve  determinations,  on 
which  take-or-pay  volumes  are  fre¬ 
quently  based,  together  with  related 
explanations.  The  respondents  contend 
that  unless  this  information  is  kept 
confidential  their  future  negotiations 
with  producers  would  be  hampered  and 
subsequent  reserve  determinations  prej¬ 
udiced.  Further,  they  point  out  that 
this  same  matter  is  involved  in  the  sec¬ 
ond  phase  of  the  proceeding  in  Docket 
No.  R-239,  wherein  the  Commission  pre¬ 
scribed  the  annual  report  of  gas  supply, 
FPC  Form  No.  15  (See  Order  No.  279, 
issued  March  31,  1964,  31  FPC  750,  29 
F.R.  4873).  We  agree  that  it  would  be 
more  appropriate  to  consider  this  mat¬ 
ter  in  the  context  of  a  different  proceed¬ 
ing  and  accordingly  have  removed  in¬ 
struction  paragraph  2.  proposed  in  the 
notice,  from  both  forms. 

The  objections  to  the  5th  instruction 
in  each  form  are  of  a  similar  nature. 
The  instruction,  as  proposed,  would  re¬ 
quire  the  companies  to  list  the  suppliers 
or  customers  with  whom  there  is  a  con¬ 
troversy  over  take-or-pay  provisions  and 
to  detail  the  nature  of  the  controversy. 
The  pipeline  objectors  state  that  to  give 
a  “concise  explanation’’  of  the  contro¬ 
versy  would  be  impossible  and  the  ex¬ 
planation  might  jeopardize  their  posi¬ 
tions  in  any  litigation  which  might  re¬ 
sult  from  the  controversy.  The  objec¬ 
tion  is  well  taken  and  we  are  revising 
Instruction  5  in  each  schedule  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  necessity  for  any  explanation 
other  than  that  which  the  company 
chooses  to  make;  if  further  clarification 
is  required  we  can  communicate  with 
the  company  directly. 


We  are  also  adopting  suggested 
changes  in  the  wording  of  the  titles  of 
the  schedules  in  the  interest  of  clarity. 
Certain  additions  to  the  proposed  sched¬ 
ules  suggested  by  a  distributing  company 
which  would  add  a  reporting  burden  not 
warranted  or  contemplated  by  the  no¬ 
tice  have  not  been  adopted. 

The  Commission  finds: 

(1)  The  amendments  to  the  regula¬ 
tions  and  to  the  annual  report  FPC  Form 
No.  2  are  necessary  and  appropriate  for 
the  administration  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act. 

(2)  The  revisions  made  in  the  form 
of  the  schedules  originally  proposed  were 
prompted  by  various  suggestions  made  in 
the  comments  received  and  since  they  do 
not  amount  to  a  significant  departure 
from  those  proposed  further  notice  there¬ 
of  prior  to  adoption  is  unnecessary. 

The  Commission,  acting  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
particularly  sections  10  and  16  thereof 
(52  Stat.  826,  830;  15  U.S.C.  717i,  171o) , 
orders: 

§  260.1  [Amended]. 

(A)  Section  2t>0.1,  Subchapter  G, 
Chapter  I,  Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  and  FPC  Form  No.  2,  pre¬ 
scribed  thereby,  are  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Paragraph  (c)  of  S  260.1  is  amended 
by  inserting  in  the  list  of  schedules  set 
out  in  that  paragraph,  to  follow  the  line 
"Prepayments,”  the  words  “Prepaid  gas 
purchases  under  purchase  agreements.” 

2.  The  said  paragraph  (c)  is  also 
amended  by  inserting,  to  follow  the  line 
“Other  deferred  credits,”  the  words  “Un¬ 
delivered  gas  obligations  under  sales 
agreements.” 

3.  Annual  Report  FPC  Form  No.  2, 
prescribed  by  S  260.1  (a)  is  amended  by 
revising  the  Instruction  paragraph  2  in 
the  schedule  “Prepayments  (Account 
165)”  to  read  as  follows: 

2.  For  any  prepaid  gas  purchases  under 
take-or-pay  clauses  of  gas  purchase  agree¬ 
ments  show  the  total  amount  and  report 
particulars  thereof  as  called  for  by  the  sched¬ 
ule,  Prepaid  Gas  Purchases  Under  Purchase 
Agreements,  page  210A  Show  also  in  this 
schedule,  but  as  a  separate  item,  any  pre¬ 
paid  gas  purchases  classified  in  Account  165, 
Prepayments,  but  not  related  to  take-or-pay 
arrangements. 

4.  The  said  Annual  Report  FPC  Form 
No.  2  is  further  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  instruction  paragraph  4. 
to  the  schedule  “Othe.  Deferred  Credits 
(Account  253)”  on  page  225: 

4.  For  any  undelivered  gas  obligations  to 
customers  under  take-or-pay  clauses  of  sale 
agreements,  show  the  total  amount  and  re¬ 
port  particulars  thereof  as  called  for  by  the 
schedule,  Undelivered  Gas  Obligations  Under 
Sales  Agreements,  page  225A.  Show  also  in 
this  schedule,  but  as  a  separate  item,  any 
advance  billings  or  receipts  for  gas  sales  or 
service  classified  in  Account  253  but  not  re¬ 
lated  to  take-or-pay  arrangements. 

5.  Hie  said  Annual  Report  FPC  Form 
No.  2  is  further  amended  by  adding  two 
new  schedules  entitled  “Prepaid  Gas 
Purchases  Under  Purchase  Agreements” 
(page  210A)  and  “Undelivered  Gas  Ob¬ 
ligations  Under  Sales  Agreements  ’  (page 
225A),  as  set  out,  respectively,  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  A  and  Appendix  B  hereto.1 


‘Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


9264 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


[Secs.  10, 16,  52  Stat.  82«,  830;  15  U.S.C.  7171, 
7170] 

(B)  The  amendments  to  $  260  1  shall 
be  effective  August  24,  1965;  those  to  the 
Annual  Report  FPC  Form  No.  2  shall  be 
effective  for  the  reporting  year  1965  and 
thereafter. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-7789;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.] 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Ed¬ 
ucation,  and  Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER  C — DRUGS 

PART  146d— CERTIFICATION  OF 
CHLORAMPHENICOL  AND  CHLOR¬ 
AMPHENICOL  -CONTAINING 
DRUGS 

Chloramphenicol -Polymyxin  Oint¬ 
ment;  Change  in  Expiration  Date 

Under  the  authority  vested  in  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare 
by  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cos¬ 
metic  Act  (sec.  507,  59  Stat.  463  as 
amended;  21  U.S.C.  357)  and  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
by  the  Secretary  (21  CFR  2.90) ,  the  reg¬ 
ulations  for  the  certification  of  chlor¬ 
amphenicol  and  chloramphenicol-con¬ 
taining  drugs  (21  CFR  146d.313)  are 
amended  by  extending  the  expiration 
date  of  chloramphenicol-polymyxin  oint¬ 
ment  to  60  months.  As  amended, 

§  146d.3 13(b)  reads  as  follows; 

§  146d.313  Chloramphenicol-polymyxin 

ointment. 

•  *  •  •  * 

(b)  In  lieu  of  the  labeling  prescribed 
by  S  146d.303(c)  (l)(i),  each  package 
shall  bear  on  the  outside  wrapper  or  con¬ 
tainer  and  the  Immediate  container,  the 

statement  “Expiration  date _ 

the  blank  being  filled  in  with  the  date 
that  is  24  months  after  the  month 
during  which  the  batch  was  certified, 
except  that  the  blank  may  be  filled  in 
with  the  date  that  is  36  months,  48 
months,  or  60  months  after  the  month 
during  which  the  batch  was  certified  if 
the  person  who  requests  certification  has 
submitted  to  the  Commissioner  results 
of  tests  and  assays  showing  that  after 
having  been  stored  for  such  period  of 
time  such  drug  as  prepared  by  him  com¬ 
plies  with  the  standards  prescribed  by 
this  section;  Provided,  however.  That 
such  expiration  date  may  be  omitted 
from  the  immediate  container  if  it  con¬ 
tains  a  single  dose  and  it  is  packaged  in 
an  individual  wrapper  or  container. 

Notice  and  public  procedure  and  de¬ 
layed  effective  date  are  not  prerequisite 
to  the  promulgation  of  this  order,  and 
I  so  find,  since  the  nature  of  the  change 


is  such  that  it  cannot  be  applied  to  any 
specific  product  unless  and  until  the 
manufacturer  thereof  has  supplied  ade¬ 
quate  data  regarding  that  article. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  on  the  date  of  its  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  507,  59  Stat.  463  as  amended;  21  TJ.S.C. 
357) 

Dated:  July  19,  1965. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-7817;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 
8:49  a.m.] 

Title  36— PARKS,  FORESTS, 
AND  MEMORIALS 

Chapter  II — Forest  Service,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture 

l  Reg.  U-13A] 

PART  251 — LAND  USES 

Use  and  Disposal  of  Materials  in 
Acquired  and  Related  Lands 

In  Part  251 — Land  Uses,  a  new  $  251.4a 
Use  and  disposal  of  materials  in  acquired 
and  related  lands  is  added  as  follows; 

§  251.4a  Use  and  disposal  of  materials 
in  acquired  and  related  lands. 

(a)  Authority.  Section  1(1)  of  the 
Act  of  June  11.  1960  (74  Stat.  205  ;  5 
U.S.C.  511,  note),  transferred  the  func¬ 
tions  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
under  section  402  of  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  3  of  1946  (60  Stat.  1099  ;  5  UB.C. 
133y-16,  note) ;  section  3  of  the  Act  of 
September  1, 1949  (63  Stat.  683;  30  U.S.C. 
192c) ;  the  Act  of  June  30,  1950  (64  Stat. 
311;  16  UJS.C.  508b);  section  3  of  the 
Act  of  June  28,  1952  (66  Stat.  285) ;  or 
otherwise,  with  respect  to  the  use  and 
disposal  from  lands  under  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  of 
those  mineral  materials  which  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  is  authorized  to  dis¬ 
pose  of  from  other  lands  under  his  juris¬ 
diction  under  the  Act  of  July  31,  1947 
(61  Stat.  681),  as  amended  by  the  Act 
of  July  23,  1955  (69  Stat.  367;  30  U.S.C. 
601  and  the  following) . 

(b)  Lands  to  which  applicable.  The 
authority  contained  in  the  Act  relates 
to  (1)  lands  In  national  forests  acquired 
or  administered  under  the  Weeks  law 
(Act  of  March  1.  1911;  36  Stat.  961),  as 
amended  and  supplemented,  (2)  lands  in 
national  grasslands  acquired  under  Title 
HI  of  the  Bankhead- Jones  Farm  Tenant 
Act  of  July  22,  1937  (  50  Stat.  522),  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1011(a) ) ,  and  to  other 
acquired  lands  transferred  for  adminis¬ 
tration  under  such  authority,  (3)  other 
acquired  lands  subject  to  the  President’s 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1946,  (4) 
lands  acquired  for  reclamation  and 
added  to  the  Shasta  National  Forest 
by  the  Act  of  March  19,  1948  (62  Stat. 
83),  (5)  lands  added  to  the  Carson  and 
Santa  Fe  National  Forests  pursuant  to 
the  Act  of  June  28,  1952  (66  Stat.  284) , 
being  the  North  Lobato  and  the  El  Pueblo 
tracts,  (6)  lands  In  Minnesota  subject  to 


the  Act  of  June  30,  1950  (16  U.S.C.  508b), 
and  (7)  any  other  lands  under  the  juris¬ 
diction  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
administered  by  the  Chief.  Forest  Serv¬ 
ice,  as  national  forests,  national  grass¬ 
lands,  or  otherwise,  to  which  the  Act  of 
July  31,  1947,  has  not  been  extended. 

(c)  Materials  to  which  applicable. 
Use  and  disposal  pursuant  to  this  au¬ 
thority  extends  to  common  varieties  of 
sand,  stone,  gravel,  pumice,  pumicite, 
cinders,  clay,  and  other  mineral  ma¬ 
terials,  and  to  deposits  of  petrified  wood, 
defined  by  the  Act  of  September  28,  1962 
(76  Stat.  652),  as  agatized,  opallzed, 
petrified,  or  siliclfled  wood,  or  any  ma¬ 
terial  formed  by  the  replacement  of  wood 
by  silica  or  other  matter. 

(d)  Delegation.  The  Chief,  Forest 
Service,  in  accordance  with  general  au¬ 
thorization  administers  this  regulation. 
Any  officer  to  whom  authority  is  dele¬ 
gated  Is  herinafter  referred  to  as  the 
“authorized  officer.” 

(e)  General  provisions — (1)  Conser¬ 
vation  practices.  Materials  shall  be  ex¬ 
tracted  and  removed  under  good  con¬ 
servation  practices.  Area  reclamation 
or  rehabilitation  may  be  required  to  pre¬ 
serve,  protect,  or  restore  scenic,  recrea¬ 
tional.  watershed,  and  other  resources 
of  the  land.  Sale  of  material  or  free  use 
may  be  refused  if  adequate  measures 
cannot  be  accomplished  to  prevent  ero¬ 
sion  or  stream  pollution  or  satisfactory 
arrangements  concluded  for  rehabilita¬ 
tion  or  restoration. 

(2)  Disposal  at  appraised  value.  Ex¬ 
cept  as  otherwise  provided  under  “Nego¬ 
tiated  Sales”  to  governmental  units  or 
nonprofit  agencies  or  “Free  Use,”  ma¬ 
terial  shall  be  appraised  and  disposed  of 
at  not  less  than  its  appraised  value. 

(3)  Reappraisal.  All  permits,  leases, 
and  contracts  exceeding  5  years  in  dura¬ 
tion,  and  those  of  shorter  duration  to  the 
extent  found  desirable  by  the  authoriz¬ 
ing  officer,  will  provide  for  reappraisal 
of  the  material  to  be  removed  and  read¬ 
justment  of  rates,  including  any  mini¬ 
mum  annual  payment  required.  The 
frequency  of  the  reappraisal  shall  be 
specified  In  the  permit,  lease,  or  contract. 

(4)  Term.  Permits,  leases,  and  con¬ 
tracts  for  removal  of  materials  under 
this  section  shall  be  of  sufficient  dura¬ 
tion,  not  to  exceed  20  years,  to  allow 
completion  of  operations  under  antici¬ 
pated  operating  and  marketing  condi¬ 
tions.  Extensions  may  be  granted  or  a 
preferential  right  of  renewal  provided, 
as  specified  in  the  permit,  lease,  or  con¬ 
tract,  for  successive  periods  of  not  to 
exceed  10  years  each.  Each  such  exten¬ 
sion  or  renewal  shall  be  subject  to  re¬ 
appraisal  as  provided  in  subparagraph 
(3)  of  this  paragraph,  readjustment  of 
rates,  and  revision  of  or  imposition  of 
stipulations  for  the  protection  of  the 
surface  of  the  land. 

(5)  Measurement.  Mineral  material 
shall  be  measured  by  volume,  weight,  or 
truck  tally,  or  combination  of  these 
methods,  or  such  other  form  of  measure¬ 
ment  as  the  authorized  officer  deter¬ 
mines  to  be  most  efficient,  most  economic, 
or  customary  in  the  locality. 

(6)  Performance  bond.  The  author¬ 
ized  officer  may  require  a  performance 
bond  for  satisfactory  compliance  with 
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the  terms  of  this  permit,  lease,  or 
contract. 

(7)  Payment  bond.  Mineral  materials 
must  be  paid  for  in  advance  of  removal 
under  any  charge  permit,  lease,  or  con¬ 
tract  except  that  when  such  permit, 
lease,  or  contract  so  specifies,  payment 
may  be  made  after  the  material  is  re¬ 
moved  and  measured:  Provided,  That 
the  permittee,  lessee,  or  contractor  prior 
to  removal  furnishes  a  satisfactory  bond 
with  corporate  surety  guaranteeing  pay¬ 
ment  of  all  charges  due  the  United  States 
for  such  material. 

(8)  Reclamation  or  rehabilitation. 
Permits,  leases,  or  contracts  authorizing 
stripping,  open  pit,  or  similar  surface 
operations  will  contain  such  provisions 
for  reclamation  or  rehabilitation  as  may 
be  warranted. 

(f)  Method  of  disposal.  Subject  to 
the  limitations  set  out  herein,  disposal 
of  materials  under  this  authority  may 
be  by:  Prospecting  permit  and  prefer¬ 
ence  right  lease,  competitive  sale,  nego¬ 
tiated  sale,  noncompetitive  lease,  or 
permit  for  fractional  or  future  interests, 
or  free  use  permit. 

(1)  Prospecting  permit  and  prefer¬ 
ence  right  lease,  (i)  A  prospecting  per¬ 
mit  may  be  issued  to  determine  the 
existence  or  workability  of  mineral  ma¬ 
terial  deposits.  Permits  shall  be  limited 
to  the  area  which  the  permittee  might 
reasonably  be  expected  to  explore  with¬ 
in  the  authorized  period.  Prospecting 
permits  may  be  issued  for  a  period  not 
to  exceed  12  months,  but  may  be  ex¬ 
tended  for  a  like  period  if  necessary  to 
accomplish  adequate  exploration  and  if 
the  permittee  is  diligently  conducting 
prospecting. 

(ii)  Upon  discovery  of  a  valuable  de¬ 
posit,  the  holder  of  a  prospecting  permit 
shall  have  a  preference  right  to  a  lease. 

(iii)  Application  for  a  preference  right 
lease  shall  specify  fully  the  extent  and 
mode  of  occurrence  of  the  mineral  de¬ 
posit  and  shall  be  filed  on  or  before  the 
expiration  date  of  the  prospecting  per¬ 
mit  or  any  extension  thereof:  Provided, 
30  days’  additional  time  shall  be  granted 
for  the  filing  of  such  application  upon 
written  request  prior  to  the  expiration 
of  the  prospecting  permit. 

(iv)  The  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
lease,  including  the  royalty  rates,  will 
be  established  on  an  individual  case 
basis.  If  mineral  materials  other  than 
that  specified  in  the  issued  lease  should 
be  discovered  and  are  to  be  removed  by 
the  lessee  an  applicable  royalty  rate  will 
be  established  by  the  lessor  for  such 
material. 

(2)  Competitive  sales.  <i)  All  dis¬ 
posals  shall  be  made  after  inviting  bids 
through  publication  or  posting  in  con¬ 
formance  with  this  subparagraph  ex¬ 
cept  as  otherwise  authorized  in  this 
section. 

f ii)  Materials  offered  for  sale  through 
competitive  bidding  shall  be  advertised 
in  a  newspaper  of  general  circulation  in 
the  area  where  the  material  is  located 
and  notice  of  the  sale  shall  be  posted 
in  a  conspicuous  place  in  the  office  where 
bids  are  to  be  submitted.  Such  advertise¬ 
ment  shall  be  published  on  the  same  day 
once  a  week  for  two  consecutive  weeks 
except  that  notice  of  sales  amounting 


to  $5,000  or  less  need  be  published  only 
once. 

(iii)  The  advertisement  of  sale  will  in¬ 
clude  the  location  by  legal  subdivision 
of  the  tract  or  tracts  on  which  the 
material  is  being  offered,  the  kind  of 
material,  estimated  quantities,  the  unit 
of  measurement,  minimum  acceptable 
bid,  the  amount  or  rate  of  any  required 
additional  payments,  time  and  place  for 
receiving  and  opening  of  bids,  minimum 
deposit  required,  the  access  situation,  the 
method  of  bidding,  the  office  where  com¬ 
plete  information  may  be  obtained,  such 
additional  information  as  the  authorized 
officer  deems  necessary,  and  notice  of 
the  right  to  reject  any  and  all  bids. 

(lv)  Advertisement  of  materials  ap¬ 
praised  at  $1,000  or  less  may  be  published 
or  posted  at  the  discretion  of  the  author¬ 
ized  officer. 

(v)  Sales  shall  not  be  held  sooner  than 
1  week  after  the  last  advertisement,  ex¬ 
cept  sales  under  subdivision  (iv)  of  this 
subparagraph  may  be  made  sooner  when 
in  the  judgment  of  the  authorized  officer 
such  action  is  deemed  advisable. 

(vi)  Except  where  all  bids  are  re¬ 
jected,  award  will  be  made  to  the  highest 
responsible  qualified  bidder.  If  the  high¬ 
est  bidder  fails  to  qualify  or  make  the 
required  payments  within  the  time  al¬ 
lowed,  award  may  be  made  to  the  next 
highest  qualified  bidder  in  the  discre¬ 
tion  of  the  authorized  officer  or  the  mate¬ 
rial  may  be  disposed  of  by  readvertising 
or  by  negotiated  sale. 

(3)  Negotiated  sales,  (i)  (o)  When  it 
is  determined  to  be  in  the  public  interest 
and  where  the  sale  is  of  material  for 
which  it  is  impracticable  to  obtain  com¬ 
petition,  the  authorized  officer  may  sell 
at  not  less  than  the  appraised  value, 
without  advertising  or  calling  for  bids, 
mineral  materials  not  exceeding  $5,000 
in  value.  Where  it  is  impracticable  to 
obtain  competition  and  the  materials  are 
to  be  used  in  connection  with  the  devel¬ 
opment  or  authorized  use  of  Federal  land 
or  the  sale  or  disposal  of  natural  re¬ 
sources  under  lease,  license,  permit,  or 
contract  of  sale  Issued  by  the  United 
States,  sales  under  this  subparagraph 
may  be  made  in  a  sum  not  exceeding 
$10,000. 

(b)  The  authorized  officer  may  sell, 
at  not  less  than  the  appraised  value, 
without  advertising  or  calling  for  bids, 

(1)  mineral  materials  to  be  used  in  con¬ 
nection  with  a  public  works  improve¬ 
ment  program  on  behalf  of  a  Federal, 
State,  or  local  governmental  agency 
when  the  public  exigency  will  not  permit 
the  delay  incident  to  advertising,  and 

(2)  materials  to  be  used  for  semipublic 
purposes,  such  as  railroads,  or  single 
project  purposes  in  areas  where  the  de¬ 
posit  normally  has  a  value  for  a  single, 
nonrecurrent  purpose  to  a  single  con¬ 
tractor  because  of  its  proximity  to  the 
particular  project  and  has  no  intrinsic 
competitive  value. 

(c)  Material  appraised  at  less  than 
$100  may  be  sold  to  any  applicant  at  not 
less  than  its  appraised  value  without  ad¬ 
vertisement  or  public  notice. 

(d)  The  total  aggregate  of  negotiated 
sales  which  may  be  made  in  any  one 
State  to  or  for  the  benefit  of  any  one 
person,  partnership,  association,  or  cor¬ 


poration  in  any  period  of  twelve  consecu¬ 
tive  months  shall  not  exceed  $10,000  un¬ 
der  (a)  of  this  subdivision,  or  $50,000 
under  (b)  of  this  subdivision,  or  $500 
under  (c)  of  this  subdivision. 

(ii)  The  authorized  officer  may  make 
a  negotiated  sale  to  any  State  agency, 
unit,  or  subdivision,  including  munici¬ 
palities,  and  to  a  nonprofit  association 
or  corporation.  The  fee  may  be  the  ap¬ 
praised  value  of  the  material  or  such 
lesser  amount  as  may  be  deemed  just 
and  reasonable  in  the  circumstances. 
The  amount  or  total  value  of  such  non- 
advertlsed  sales  in  any  1  year  may  be 
limited  in  the  discretion  of  the  Chief, 
Forest  Service. 

(iii)  The  authorized  officer  may  sell, 
within  his  authorization,  without  fur¬ 
ther  advertisement,  at  not  less  than  the 
appraised  value,  in  quantities  to  suit 
pennittees,  lessees,  or  contractors,  any 
material  previously  advertised  for  com¬ 
petitive  bids  but  not  disposed  of  because 
of  lack  of  satisfactory  bids  and  any  ma¬ 
terial  not  removed  from  areas  Included 
In  a  previous  permit,  lease,  or  contract 
which  has  been  terminated  by  abandon¬ 
ment,  cancellation,  expiration,  or  other¬ 
wise  if  such  material  would  have  been 
removed  under  the  permit,  lease,  or  con¬ 
tract. 

(4)  Noncompetitive  leases  and  per¬ 
mits  for  fractional  or  future  interests. 

(i)  A  prospecting  permit  for  a  fractional 
interest  in  common  variety  mineral  ma¬ 
terial  deposits  or  noncompetitive  lease 
for  a  fractional  or  future  interest  in  a 
common  variety  of  mineral  material  sub¬ 
ject  to  disposal  under  this  section  may 
be  issued  when  such  action  is  in  the 
public  interest.  The  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  such  permits  and  leases  will  be 
established  on  an  individual  case  basis. 

(ii)  An  application  for  a  present  frac¬ 
tional  interest  prospecting  permit  or 
lease  may  be  rejected  if  the  applicant 
does  not  have  a  present  interest  in  the 
mineral  material  which  with  that  owned 
by  the  United  States  would  give  the  per¬ 
mittee  or  lessee  a  majority  interest  in  the 
mineral  materials  as  fee  owner,  lessee, 
or  holder  of  the  operating  rights  upon 
issuance  of  lease  or  permit  by  the  United 
States. 

(iii)  A  whole  or  fractional  future  in¬ 
terest  lease  will  be  issued  only  to  an  ap¬ 
plicant  who  owns  all  or  substantially  all 
of  the  present  operating  rights  to  the 
mineral  materials  as  fee  owner,  lessee, 
or  operator  holding  such  rights.  Future 
interest  leases  will  become  effective  on 
the  date  of  vesting  of  title  to  the  ma¬ 
terial  in  the  United  States  as  stated  in 
the  lease. 

(iv)  An  application  for  a  future  in¬ 
terest  lease  filed  less  than  1  year  prior 
to  the  date  of  the  vesting  in  the  United 
States  of  the  present  interest  in  the 
mineral  material  will  be  rejected. 

(v)  As  a  part  of  the  consideration  for 
the  issuance  of  a  future  or  fractional 
interest  lease,  the  applicant  may  be  re¬ 
quired  to  pay  a  bonus.  An  applicant  for 
a  future  or  future  fractional  interest 
lease  may  be  required  to  execute  an 
agreement  supplemental  to  lease.  Such 
agreement  may  provide  for  a  bonus  pay¬ 
ment,  an  annual  rental  until  the  future 
interest  becomes  possessory  or  until  pro¬ 
duction  is  had  on  the  lands  described  in 
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the  lease,  and  a  royalty  on  production 
after  discovery  and  until  the  future  in¬ 
terest  lease  becomes  effective.  The  roy¬ 
alty  on  production  will  not  be  less  than 
the  minimum  annual  rental  and  shall 
be  equitably  arrived  at  based  on  the  in¬ 
terval  from  the  date  of  lease  application 
to  the  date  that  the  future  interest  will 
become  possessory.  Such  agreement 
will  be  effective  as  of  the  date  the  lease 
issues. 

(5)  Free  use  permits — (i)  Free  use  of 
mineral  materials  generally,  (o)  A 
free-use  permit  may  be  issued  to  any 
Federal  or  State  agency,  unit,  or  subdi¬ 
vision,  including  municipalities,  for  the 
extraction  or  removal  of  mineral  ma¬ 
terials:  Provided,  That  the  applicant 
makes  a  satisfactory  showing  to  the 
authorized  officer  that  such  materials 
will  be  used  for  a  public  project. 

(b)  A  free-use  permit  may  be  issued 
to  a  nonprofit  association  or  corporation 
for  the  removal  of  materials  for  other 
than  commercial  purposes  or  resale: 
Provided,  That  the  quantity  and  value 
of  such  material  shall  not  exceed  the 
limits  prescribed  by  the  Chief,  Forest 
Service. 

(c)  Nothing  in  this  subparagraph  shall 
be  construed  to  require  free  use  or  dis¬ 
posal  or  to  prevent  the  designation  or 
reservation  of  materials  for  use  by  the 
Forest  Service,  its  permittees,  licensees, 
lessees,  or  contractors. 

(ii)  Free  use  of  petrified  wood  by  indi¬ 
viduals.  A  free-use  permit  may  be  is¬ 
sued  to  amateur  collectors  and  scientists 
to  take  limited  quantities  of  petrified 
wood  for  personal  use.  The  material 
taken  may  not  be  bartered  or  sold  to 
commercial  dealers.  Free  use  areas  may 
be  designated  within  which  a  permit  may 
not  be  required.  Removal  of  materials 
from  such  areas  shall  be  in  accord  with 
rules  posted  on  the  area.  Such  rules  will 
also  be  posted  in  the  office  of  the  local 
forest  ranger  and  forest  supervisor  and 
will  be  available  upon  request.  The  rules 
may  vary  by  area  depending  on  the 
quantity  and  quality  of  the  material,  ac¬ 
cessibility,  and  demand  therefor. 
(Interprets  or  applies  74  St  at.  205) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  20th 
day  of  July  1965. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-7800;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 
8:47  am] 

Title  38— PENSIONS,  BONUSES, 
AND  VETERANS'  RELIEF 

Chapter  I — Veterans  Administration 

PART  17— MEDICAL 

Veterans  Administration  Cemeteries 

In  Part  17,  a  new  centerhead  and 
§  17.200  are  added  to  read  as  follows : 

Veterans  Adminstration  Cemeteries 

§  17.200  Interment  in  Veteran*  Admin¬ 
istration  cemeteries. 

Burial  is  authorized  in  Veterans  Ad¬ 
ministration  cemeteries  of  the  remains  of 
the  following: 


(a)  Any  veteran  (as  defined  In 
§  17.30(a)  who: 

(1)  Dies  while  receiving  hospital  or 
domiciliary  care  in  a  Veterans  Adminis¬ 
tration  field  station,  or 

(2)  Dies  in  the  Immediate  vicinity  of 
a  Veterans  Administration  field  station 
having  a  cemetery,  whose  body  is  un¬ 
claimed,  whose  relatives  cannot  be  lo¬ 
cated,  and  for  whom  burial  expenses  are 
payable  under  §  3.1600  of  this  chapter. 

(b)  Such  other  persons  or  classes  of 
persons  as  may  be  designated  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator. 

(72  Stat.  1114;  38  U.S.C.  210) 

This  VA  Regulation  is  effective  the  date 
of  approval. 

Approved:  July  20,  1965. 

By  direction  of  the  Administrator. 

[seal]  Cyril  F.  Brickfield, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-7810;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 


Title  47 — TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter  I — Federal  Communications 
Commission 

[Docket  No.  15381;  FCC  65-598] 

PART  1 — PRACTICE  AND  PROCEDURE 

Ex  Parte  Communications  in  Hearing 
Proceedings 

Report  and  order.  1.  A  notice  of  rule 
making,  proposing  restrictions  on  ex 
parte  communications  in  adjudicative 
proceedings  and  on-the-record  rule  mak¬ 
ing  proceedings,  was  adopted  March  18, 
1964,  and  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  March  26,  1964  (29  F.R.  3774). 
Upon  the  request  of  the  Federal  Com¬ 
munications  Bar  Association,  the  time 
for  filing  comments  and  reply  comments 
was  extended  to  June  11  and  June  22, 
1964,  respectively  (29  F.R.  5959,  May  6, 
1964).  Comments  were  filed  by  the  fol¬ 
lowing  groups:  The  Committee  on  Com¬ 
munications,  Section  on  Administrative 
Law,  American  Bar  Association  (ABA) ; 
the  Federal  Communications  Bar  Asso¬ 
ciation  (FCBA) ;  The  American  Tele¬ 
phone  and  Telegraph  Company  (AT&T) ; 
The  United  States  Independent  Tele¬ 
phone  Association  (USITA) ;  and  the  law 
firm  of  Pierson,  Ball  and  Dowd  (PB&D). 

2.  The  Administrative  Conference  of 
the  United  States  has  recommended  that 
each  agency  promulgate  a  code  of  be¬ 
havior  governing  ex  parte  communica¬ 
tions;  1  and  all  of  those  submitting  com¬ 
ments  in  this  proceeding  were  in 
agreement  that  regulations  governing 
such  communications  should  be  promul¬ 
gated  by  the  Commission.  In  each  case, 
however,  they  submitted  recommenda¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  revision  or  clarifica¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  rules.  We  appreci¬ 
ate  the  interest  and  concern  of  those 
submitting  comments  and  have  studied 
each  of  these  recommendations  with 
care.  The  final  rules  are  set  forth  and 
discussed  below. 


*  Final  Report,  Dec.  15. 1962  (Recommenda¬ 
tion  16). 


3.  Need.  The  right  of  every  person  to 
a  decision  based  on  the  merits  of  his  case 
is  rooted  as  deeply  as  any  concept  in  the 
foundation  of  our  judicial  system.  It  is 
the  touchstone  of  a  society  based  on  the 
rule  of  law.  To  protect  this  light,  our 
system  provides  for  decision  on  the  basis 
of  a  record,  compiled  openly  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  evidentiary  and  procedural 
safeguards.  There  is  opportunity  for 
cross-examination  and  rebuttal  testi¬ 
mony  and  equal  opportunity  for  each 
party  to  argue  his  position.  No  law  or 
regulation  is  required  to  establish  this 
principle  or  to  impose  sanctions  upon 
those  who  disregard  it.  In  the  words  of 
the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for 
the  District  of  Columbia: 1 

This  doctrine  applies  to  the  adjudicatory 
functions  of  an  administrative  agency.  This 
la  not  a  mere  technicality.  Surreptitious 
efforts  to  Influence  an  official  charged  with 
the  duty  at  deciding  contested  Issues  upon 
an  open  record  in  accord  with  basic  principles 
of  our  jurisdiction,  eat  at  the  very  heart  of 
our  system  of  government — due  process,  fair 
play,  open  proceedings,  unbiased,  uninflu¬ 
enced  decision.  He  who  engages  In  such  ef¬ 
forts  In  a  contest  before  an  administrative 
agency  Is  fortunate  If  he  loses  no  more  than 
the  matter  Involved  In  that  proceeding. 

4.  In  the  case  of  administrative  agen¬ 
cies  such  as  this  Commission,  however, 
this  principle  cannot  be  implemented  by 
simply  barring  all  extra-record  contact. 
Parties  to  an  on-the-record  proceed¬ 
ing  are  frequently  licensees  of  the  agen¬ 
cy  or  in  other  ways  subject  to  actions  of 
an  executive  or  legislative  nature  which 
may  be  taken  by  the  agency.  There  is 
sometimes  reason  for  them  to  communi¬ 
cate  with  members  of  the  agency  or  its 
staff  on  matters  having  no  relationship 
or  only  an  Incidental  relationship  to  the 
record  proceeding  in  which  they  are  par¬ 
ticipating.  The  propriety  of  such  com¬ 
munication  depends  upon  all  of  the  cir¬ 
cumstances;  and  the  infinite  variety  of 
these  circumstances,  in  turn,  precludes 
the  advance  identification  of  each  set  of 
circumstances  in  which  a  particular  com¬ 
munication  should  be  prohibited  or  per¬ 
mitted.  Within  reasonable  limits,  how¬ 
ever,  it  is  possible  to  prescribe  standards 
in  this  complex  area  (see  Administrative 
Conference  Recommendation  No.  16) . 

5.  The  general  principles  are  well-es¬ 
tablished,  and  express  prohibitions  are 
now  set  forth  in  section  409(c)  of  the 
Communications  Act.*  The  rules  en¬ 
compass  the  prohibitions  in  section  409 
(c) ,  but  are  more  comprehensive  and  de- 


»WKAT,  Inc.  V.  FCC,  296  F.  2d  375,  383 
(1961),  cert,  den.,  368  US.  841. 

*47  UA.C.  409(c).  "In  any  case  of  ad¬ 
judication  (as  defined  In  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act)  which  has  been  designated 
by  the  Commission  for  hearing,  no  person 
who  has  participated  In  the  presentation  or 
preparation  for  presentation  of  such  case  at 
the  hearing  or  upon  review  shall  (except  to 
the  extent  required  for  the  disposition  of  ex 
parte  matters  as  authorized  by  law)  directly 
or  Indirectly  make  any  additional  presenta¬ 
tion  respecting  the  case  to  the  hearing  of¬ 
ficer  or  officers  or  to  the  Commission,  or  to 
any  authority  within  the  Commission  to 
whom.  In  such  case,  review  functions  have 
been  delegated  by  the  Commission  under 
section  5(d)  (1),  unless  upon  notice  and  op¬ 
portunity  for  all  parties  to  participate.”  See 
also  section  5(c)  of  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act,  5  U.S.C.  1004(c). 
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tailed;  they  apply  to  some  situations 
which  have  not  heretofore  been  specif¬ 
ically  considered  in  Commission  or 
Court  decisions;  and  they  are  related  as 
directly  as  possible  to  the  specifics  of 
Commission  practice. 

6.  The  final  rules  are  applicable  only  to 
proceedings  which  are  expressly  defined 
as  “restricted”  (see  paragraphs  12-16, 
infra,  and  §S  1.1203  and  1.1207  of  the 
rules) .  In  those  proceedings,  we  are  pro¬ 
hibiting  only  those  ex  parte  communica¬ 
tions  “going  to  the  merits  or  outcome  of 
any  aspect  of  a  restricted  proceeding,” 
which  are  defined  as  “presentations”  (see 
paragraphs  19-25,  infra,  and  §  1.1201  (f) 
and  (g)  of  the  rules).  While  the  pro¬ 
hibitions  are  thus  limited,  the  disclosure 
provisions  are  much  broader  and  require 
disclosure  of  other  ex  parte  communica¬ 
tions,  whether  or  not  they  go  to  the 
merits  or  outcome  of  the  restricted  pro¬ 
ceeding  (see  paragraphs  31-35,  infra, 
and  §5  1.1241  and  1.1243  of  the  rules).4 

7.  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  the  rules 
was  stated  as  follows  in  paragraph  4 
of  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
and  is  herein  reaffirmed: 

The  •  •  •  rules  specify  minimum  stand¬ 
ards  of  conduct  In  all  adjudicative  proceed¬ 
ings  and  In  those  rule  making  proceedings 
required  by  statute  to  be  decided  on  the  rec¬ 
ord  after  opportunity  for  hearing.  They 
serve  In  this  sense  to  particularize  standards 
In  the  context  of  Commission  proceedings 
which  are  widely  known  and  accepted  In 
their  general  application.  To  the  fullest 
extent  feasible,  they  Identify  the  proceedings, 
the  persons  and  the  communications  gov¬ 
erned  by  these  standards,  so  that  all  per¬ 
sons  may  Inform  themselves  as  to  the  proper 
course  of  conduct.  They  specify  procedures 
which  provide  for  bringing  communications 
addressed  to  those  charged  with  the  deci¬ 
sion  of  hearing  cases  to  the  attention  of 
parties  to  the  proceeding,  so  that  they  may 
assess  the  nature  of  such  communications 
and  take  such  action  as  may  be  appro¬ 
priate  to  protect  their  Interests.  They  Indi¬ 
cate,  finally,  the  sanctions  which  may  be 
Imposed  for  violation  of  the  prescribed 
standards.  This  combination — the  specifica¬ 
tion  of  standards  and  sanctions  and  the  re¬ 
quirement  of  disclosure — Is  Intended  to  de¬ 
ter  the  making  of  Improper  communications 
and  to  maintain  public  confidence  In  the 
Commission’s  proceedings. 

8.  Scope  of  this  proceeding.  Para¬ 
graph  5  of  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  in  this  proceeding  reads,  in  part, 
as  follows: 

Scope.  It  should  be  emphasized  that  the 
proposed  rules  are  addressed  only  to  ad¬ 
judicative  or  record  rule  making  proceedings 
which  have  been  designated  for  hearing — as 
recommended  by  the  Administrative  Confer¬ 
ence.  They  have  no  application  to  other 
proceedings  and  should  not  be  construed  as 
prohibiting  or  authorizing  ex  parte  com¬ 
munications  In  such  proceedings.  Thus,  for 
example,  principles  pertaining  to  ex  parte 
communications  in  certain  non-record  rule 
making  proceedings  were  set  forth  In  San¬ 
gamon  Valley  Television  Corp.,  v.  United 
States,  269  F.  2d  221  (C.AD.C.  1969),  and 
rules  pertaining  to  communications  In  such 
proceedings  are  pending  consideration  In 
Docket  12947. 


*  The  term  communication,  as  used  In  the 
final  rules.  Is  given  Its  general  meaning  and 
Is  not  defined.  It  Includes  presentations  and 
all  other  written  or  oral  communications  of 

any  kind. 
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In  its  comments,  ABA  suggests  that  the 
proposals  in  Docket  12947  (rules  on  ex 
parte  communication  in  nonrecord  rule 
making  proceedings)  should  be  reex- 
mined  in  the  light  of  our  proposals  herein 
and  our  experience  since  1959  and  re¬ 
solved,  after  opportunity  for  further 
comment,  in  the  context  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing.  We  have  been  operating  under  the 
principles  set  forth  in  the  Sangamon 
decision  since  1959  and,  during  this 
period,  have  specified,  on  a  case-by-case 
basis,  the  rule  making  proceedings  to 
which  those  principles  pertain.  We  are 
satisfied  that  the  procedures  followed 
during  this  period  are  adequate,  and  we 
do  not  at  this  time  consider  that  addi¬ 
tional  or  revised  procedures  are  needed. 
We  will  continue  to  review  the  need  for 
additional  regulation;  but  we  do  not  con¬ 
sider  that  it  would  be  useful  to  consider 
further  the  changes  proposed  in  Docket 
12947.  We  are  therefore  terminating 
that  proceeding  in  a  companion  Order 
adopted  this  date.  We  will,  of  course, 
continue  to  indicate,  on  a  case-by-case 
basis,  those  rule  making  proceedings  in 
which  we  consider  that  the  principles  set 
forth  in  the  Sangamon  decision  apply, 
that  is,  those  rule  making  proceedings 
with  involve  the  “resolution  of  conflicting 
private  claims  to  a  valuable  privilege.” 

9.  Pursuant  to  a  recommendation  by 
ABA,  on  the  other  hand,  the  scope  of  the 
final  rules  has  been  expanded  to  cover 
certain  application  proceedings  prior  to 
their  designation  for  hearing.  See  para¬ 
graphs  14-16,  infra.  The  general  prin¬ 
ciple  stated  in  the  Notice,  however, 
retains  its  validity:  The  final  rules 
govern  ex  parte  communication  in  the 
proceedings  to  which  they  apply  and 
should  not  be  construed  either  as  pro¬ 
hibiting  or  as  authorizing  ex  parte  com¬ 
munications  in  other  proceedings.  In 
areas  not  specifically  covered,  the  public 
must  look  for  guidance  to  common  sense 
standards  as  to  what  is  proper  and  fair. 
In  the  notice,  we  mentioned  the  obvious 
fact  that  parties  would,  under  any  cir¬ 
cumstances,  be  precluded  by  such  stand¬ 
ards  from  making  use  of  personal  or 
financial  relationships  with  decision¬ 
making  personnel  in  an  effort  to  in¬ 
fluence  their  decision.  In  addition,  it 
should  be  clear  that  presentations  should 
not  be  made  if  the  person  making  the 
presentation  has  knowledge  of  matters 
which  will  warrant  the  classification  of 
the  proceeding  as  a  restricted  proceeding. 
Ex  parte  presentations  should  not  be 
made,  for  example,  by  a  person  who  is 
planning  to  file  a  petition  to  deny  or  a 
mutually  exclusive  application,  if  the 
same  presentation  would  be  prohibited 
after  the  petition  or  application  has  been 
filed.  It  should  also  be  observed  that 
this  proceeding,  and  the  rules  herein 
adopted,  deal  with  the  requirement  of 
service  or  advance  notice  only.  They 
should  not  be  construed  as  authorizing 
communications  or  pleadings  which  de¬ 
viate  in  other  respects  from  established 
procedures,  merely  because  service  is 
made  or  advance  notice  of  such  com¬ 
munications  is  afforded  the  parties. 
Thus,  for  example,  parties  must  adhere 
to  the  time  limits  prescribed  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  for  filing  various  plead- 
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ings  regardless  of  whether  the  pleadings 
are  served. 

10.  In  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making,  we  also  stated  that  Administra¬ 
tive  Conference  Recommendation  No.  19, 
concerning  rate  making  procedures,  was 
under  separate  consideration.  (Notice, 
page  1,  footnote  1.)  A  number  of  par¬ 
ticipants  in  this  proceeding,  nevertheless, 
chose  to  comment  upon  the  separation 
of  functions  issue  in  rate  making  pro¬ 
ceedings  and  to  assert,  in  effect,  that  the 
Commission’s  Common  Carrier  Bureau 
should  be  classified  as  a  party  to  such 
proceedings  rather  than  as  “decision- 
making  Commission  personnel.”  As  we 
indicated,  however,  rate  making  pro¬ 
cedures,  including  the  question  of  the 
Bureau’s  role,  will  be  considered  in  sepa¬ 
rate  proceedings.  Here  it  suffices  to  say 
that  the  rules  we  are  now  adopting  reflect 
our  existing  rate  making  procedures, 
which  are  clearly  consistent  with  statu¬ 
tory  requirements.  See  Wilson  &  Co.  v. 
United  States,  335  P.  2d  788  (C.A.  7  1964) , 
cert,  denied,  380  U.S.  951,  cert,  granted 
on  other  grounds,  380  U.S.  950  (1965). 
Under  those  procedures,  the  Bureau  con¬ 
ducts  an  investigation  and  participates 
in  the  hearing,  “to  assure  fullest  prac¬ 
ticable  development  of  evidence  on  the 
important  matters  of  fact  and  to  focus 
attention  on  sound  principles  of  rate 
making  with  due  regard  to  precedents” 
(Administrative  Conference  Recommen¬ 
dation  No.  19(2)).  The  rules  adopted 
herein  permit  the  Bureau  staff  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  engage  in  these  essential  func¬ 
tions  (5  1.1227(b)).  The  Bureau  also, 
however,  has  an  active  role  in  the  de¬ 
cision  of  record  rule  making  proceedings. 
Except  as  provided  in  5  1.1227(b) ,  there¬ 
fore,  ex  parte  presentations  concerning 
such  proceedings  cannot  properly  be 
made  to  the  Bureau  staff,  and  the  staff 
of  the  Bureau  must  be  classified  as  deci¬ 
sion-making  Commission  personnel  in 
such  proceedings.  Under  the  final  rules, 
however,  communication  between  staff 
counsel  and  parties  to  the  proceeding 
which  does  not  involve  the  merits  or  the 
outcome  of  any  aspect  of  the  restricted 
proceeding  is  not  prohibited.  Moreover, 
the  classification  of  the  Bureau  staff  as 
“decision-making  personnel”  does  not 
prevent  parties  or  attorneys  in  a  re¬ 
stricted  proceeding  from  pursuing  other 
legitimate  matters  with  the  Bureau  staff 
(e.g.,  applications,  tariffs,  etc.) ,  even 
though  those  matters  may  in  some  way 
be  related  to  the  restricted  proceeding. 
(See  paragraphs  19-25,  infra.) 

Discussion  of  Final  Rules 

11.  Definitions.  The  final  rules  utilize 
the  following  terms  defined  in  5  1.1201: 

(a)  Restricted  proceeding.  A  proceeding 
in  which  the  restrictions  set  forth  in  this 
subpart  apply. 

(b)  Commission  personnel.  All  members, 
officers  and  employees  of  the  Commission. 

(c)  Decision-making  Commission  person¬ 
nel.  Those  Commission  personnel  listed  in 
§§  1.1205  and  1.1209. 

(d)  Non-decision-making  Commission  per¬ 
sonnel.  All  Commission  personnel  other 
than  decision-making  Commission  personnel. 

(e)  Interested  person.  Any  person  having 
a  direct  or  indirect  interest  in  the  outcome 
of  a  restricted  proceeding,  including  the  fol¬ 
lowing: 
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(1)  Parties  to  the  restricted  proceeding. 

(2)  Any  other  person  who  might  be  ag¬ 
grieved  or  adversely  affected  by  the  outcome 
of  the  proceeding. 

(3)  Agents  for  persons  who  might  be  ag¬ 
grieved  or  adversely  affected  by  the  outcome 
of  the  proceeding,  Including  attorneys  and 
consulting  engineers. 

(f)  Presentation.  Any  communication  go¬ 
ing  to  the  merits  or  outcome  ot  any  aspect 
of  a  restricted  proceeding. 

(g)  Ex  parte  presentation.  (1)  Any  writ¬ 
ten  presentation,  made  to  decision-making 
Commission  personnel  by  any  other  person, 
which  Is  not  served  on  the  parties  to  the 
proceeding. 

(2)  Any  oral  presentation,  made  to  de¬ 
cision-making  Commission  personnel  by  any 
other  person,  without  advance  notice  to  the 
parties  to  the  proceeding  and  opportunity 
for  them  to  be  present. 

12.  Restricted  proceedings.  Under  the 
rules,  all  adjudicative  proceedings  which 
have  been  designated  for  hearing  are 
classified  as  “restricted”  proceedings. 
Also  in  this  category,  following  their 
designation  for  hearing,  are  all  rule  mak¬ 
ing  proceedings  which  are  required  by 
statute  to  be  decided  on  the  record  after 
opportunity  for  hearing.  Lists  of  such 
proceedings  are  set  forth  in  §5  1.1203(a) 
and  1.1207. 

13.  The  restrictions  on  ex  parte  pres¬ 
entations  continue  in  effect  until  the 
proceeding  has  been  removed  from  hear¬ 
ing  status,  or  has  been  decided  by  the 
Commission,  and  is  no  longer  subject  to 
reconsideration  by  the  Commission  or  to 
review  by  any  court.  The  questions  on 
appeal  may,  and  usually  do,  involve  the 
very  questions  which  the  Commission  will 
have  to  consider  in  the  event  of  a  re¬ 
mand.  Therefore,  ex  parte  communi¬ 
cation  between  interested  persons  and 
decision-making  personnel  during  the 
pendency  of  an  appeal  is  not  appropriate. 
However,  communication  between  the 
General  Counsel  and  other  attorneys 
participating  in  the  appellate  litigation 
is  a  necessary  and  accepted  practice;  and 
the  necessity  for  such  contact  is  not 
lessened  if  an  appeal  and  a  petition  for 
reconsideration  are  pending  simultane¬ 
ously.  Accordingly,  an  exception  is  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  case  of  any' communication 
made  by  or  to  the  General  Counsel  or  his 
staff  concerning  judicial  review  of  any 
matter  which  has  been  decided  by  the 
Commission  (§  1.1227(c)).  Contact  be¬ 
tween  other  decision-making  personnel 
and  interested  persons  or  their  attorneys, 
on  the  other  hand,  is  not  justified  by 
necessity  and  is  therefore  prohibited. 

14.  Predesignation  restrictions.  The 
rules  impose  restrictions  upon  communi¬ 
cations  between  “interested  persons”  (see 
SI. 1201(e))  and  decision-making  per¬ 
sonnel,*  prior  to  designation  for  hearing, 
in  the  case  of  proceedings  involving  ap¬ 
plications  filed  under  section  308  of  the 
Communications  Act  (SS  1.1203(b)  and 
1.1223).  These  restrictions  apply  from 
the  day  on  which  a  petition  to  deny  is 
filed  or,  if  a  mutually  exclusive  applica¬ 
tion  is  filed,  from  the  day  on  which  pub- 


*  Based  on  our  experience  and  application 
processing  requirements,  we  do  not  believe 
that  the  imposition  of  restrictions  upon 
communication  between  Interested  persons 
and  the  processing  staff  would  be  desirable 
or  appropriate. 


lie  notice  of  the  filing  of  that  application 
is  given.  In  the  case  of  a  petition  to 
deny,  the  petition  is  served  on  the  appli¬ 
cant.  Interested  persons  other  than  pe¬ 
titioner  and  the  applicant  are  not  ordi¬ 
narily  notified  by  the  Commission  that 
a  petition  to  deny  has  been  filed.  If  they 
do  not  have  actual  knowledge  of  the  fil¬ 
ing  of  such  a  petition,  they  cannot,  of 
course,  be  held  accountable  for  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  an  ex  parte  presentation  con¬ 
cerning  the  restricted  proceeding.  In 
most  cases,  however,  we  think  that  per¬ 
sons  having  a  sufficient  interest  in  the 
proceeding  to  make  a  “presentation”  to 
the  Commission  concerning  it  will  have 
actual  knowledge  that  the  petition  to 
deny  has  been  filed.  In  any  event,  pro¬ 
vision  is  made  in  these  rules  for  the  dis¬ 
closure  of  such  presentations  and  their 
inspection  by  the  parties. 

Ip.  In  the  case  of  a  mutually  ex¬ 
clusive  application,  on  the  other  hand, 
there  is  no  requirement  of  service.  Be¬ 
cause  even  those  who  are  directly  in¬ 
volved  are  not  officially  notified  of  the 
filing  of  a  mutually  exclusive  applica¬ 
tion,  we  believe  it  is  appropriate  to  im¬ 
pose  restrictions  from  the  day  on  which 
the  application  is  filed  only  in  the  case 
of  interested  persons  having  actual 
knowledge  of  that  fact.  In  the  absence 
of  actual  knowledge,  therefore,  the  re¬ 
strictions  apply  only  after  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  given  public  notice  that  a  mu¬ 
tually  exclusive  application  has  been 
filed.*  In  the  usual  case,  the  “Public 
Notices”  issued  at  regular  intervals  list¬ 
ing  all  applications  and  major  amend¬ 
ments  which  have  been  tendered  (or,  in 
non -broadcast  services,  accepted)  for 
filing  will  constitute  public  notice  of  the 
filing  of  a  mutually  exclusive  applica¬ 
tion*  These  “Public  Notices”  contain 
facts  concerning  recently  filed  applica¬ 
tions  which,  in  most  cases,  make  it 
readily  possible  to  determine  whether 
the  newly  filed  application  is,  in  fact, 
mutually  exclusive  with  an  application 
listed  in  a  previous  “Public  Notice”. 
Where  there  is  doubt  as  to  whether  two 
applications  are  in  fact  mutually  ex¬ 
clusive,  or  where  the  conflict  between 
the  applications  does  not  clearly  appear 
from  the  regularly  issued  “Public 
Notices”,  the  Commission  will  endeavor 
to  issue  specific  public  notices  stating 
that  there  is  a  possibility  of  conflict  be¬ 
tween  the  applications.  In  such  circum¬ 
stances,  and  in  the  absence  of  actual 
knowledge  that  a  mutually  exclusive 
application  has  been  filed,  the  restric¬ 
tions  apply  only  after  the  specific  pub¬ 
lic  notice  is  issued.  Such  specific  public 
notices  are  to  be  issued  for  the  protection 
of  the  parties  and  may  be  Issued  in 
doubtful  cases;  their  issuance  or  non- 


» In  addition,  In  broadcast  proceedings,  the 
applicant  Is  required  to  furnish  notice  of 
filing  In  the  local  community. 

i  In  the  broadcast  services,  notices  Is  given 
both  as  to  the  “tendering”  and  as  to  the  “ac¬ 
ceptance”  of  an  application  for  filing.  In 
those  services,  notice  that  an  application  has 
been  tendered  for  filing  invokes  the  restric¬ 
tions  specified  herein.  In  the  nonbroadcast 
services,  notice  that  an  application  has  been 
tendered  for  filing  Is  not  given.  In  those 
services,  therefore,  the  restrictions  are  In¬ 
voked  by  the  notice  of  acceptance  for  filing. 


issuance  is  therefore  accorded  no  sig¬ 
nificance  in  making  the  later  determi¬ 
nation  as  to  whether  the  application  (s) 
should  or  should  not  be  designated  for 
hearing. 

16.  If  a  petition  to  deny  air-  applica¬ 
tion  is  granted,  or  if  the  conflict  between 
the  mutually  exclusive  applications  is 
not  removed,  the  application(s)  is  desig¬ 
nated  for  hearing  and  the  proceeding 
continues  in  its  status  as  a  restricted 
proceeding.  If  a  petition  to  deny  an 
application  is  denied,  the  restrictions 
continue  until  the  order  disposing  of  the 
petition  is  no  longer  subject  to  recon¬ 
sideration  by  the  Commission  or  to  re¬ 
view  by  any  court.  If  steps  are  taken  by 
the  applicants  (or  any  one  of  them) 
looking  toward  removal  of  the  conflict 
between  mutually  exclusive  applications 
(e.g.,  by  amendment  or  dismissal  of  one 
of  the  applications) ,  the  restrictions  con¬ 
tinue  until  these  steps  have  been  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Commission  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  order  with  respect  thereto  is 
no  longer  subject  to  reconsideration  by 
the  Commission  or  to  review  by  any 
court. 

17.  Decision-making  Commission  per¬ 
sonnel.  Commission  personnel  who  play 
a  part  in  the  process  of  deciding  ad¬ 
judicative  proceedings  are  listed  in 
5  1.1205.  Those  who  participate  in  the 
process  of  deciding  record  rule  making 
proceedings  are  listed  in  §  1.1209.  Ex¬ 
cept  in  the  case  of  the  Review  Board 
(which  has  no  function  in  proceedings 
which  Involve  record  rule  making  ex¬ 
clusively),*  and  of  the  Common  Carrier 
Bureau  (which  has  no  function  in  the 
decision  of  adjudicative  proceedings) 
the  lists  are  the  same. 

18.  Non-decision-making  Commission 
personnel.  The  term  “non-decision¬ 
making  Commission  personnel”  replaces 
the  term  "participating  Commission  per¬ 
sonnel”  employed  in  the  proposed  rules. 
The  new  term  includes  sill  Commission 
personnel  not  listed  in  SS  1.1205  and 
1.1209  as  “decision-making  personnel”. 
Under  S  1.1221,  they  are  prohibited  from 
making  any  oral  or  written  ex  parte  pres¬ 
entation  to  decision-making  Commis¬ 
sion  personnel  in  restricted  proceedings 
which  have  been  designated  for  hearing. 
Communication  between  decision-mak¬ 
ing  and  non-decision-making  Comm  Is  - 
slon  personnel  prior  to  designation  is  a 
necessary  and  appropriate  part  of  the 
application  processing  procedures  and 
is  expressly  authorized  (see  §  1.1227(f)). 

19.  The  term  "presentation”.  In  their 
comments,  ABA,  FCBA,  AT&T  and 
USITA  expressed  the  fear  that  the  stand¬ 
ards  prescribed  by  the  proposed  rules 
were  not  definite  enough  and  would  in¬ 
terfere  with  legitimate  informal  contact 
between  the  Commission  and  the  indus¬ 
tries  it  regulates.  We  recognize  that 
appropriate  informal  contact  serves  a 
useful  purpose  and  should  not  be  un¬ 
necessarily  inhibited.  We  believe  that 
appropriate  contacts  can  be  maintained 


1  Under  i  0.365  of  the  rules  and  regulations, 
the  Review  Board  does  participate  In  the 
decision  of  mixed  adjudicative  and  rule 
making  proceedings.  In  such  proceedings, 
of  course,  adjudicative  questions  are  present, 
and  the  rules  restrict  communication  with 
the  Board. 
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while  at  the  same  time  Insuring  the  fair 
and  equal  treatment  of  all  parties  to  a 
restricted  proceeding  which  is  required 
as  a  matter  of  law.  In  the  final  rules, 
we  have  drawn  the  distinction  between 
what  is  prohibited  and  what  is  permis¬ 
sible  as  clearly  and  definitely  as  we  be¬ 
lieve  is  feasible.  The  term  “presenta¬ 
tion”,  as  defined  in  S  1.1201  (f ) ,  is  nar¬ 
rower  and  more  concrete  than  the  term 
“communication”  employed  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rules.  Under  this  definition,  in¬ 
tent  is  not  a  factor  in  determining 
whether  the  communication  in  question 
is  a  “presentation”.  However,  intent  is, 
of  course,  a  factor  in  determining 
whether  (and  what)  sanction  should  be 
imposed.  Eliminating  intent,  we  believe, 
removes  an  important  element  of  un¬ 
certainty.  Further,  the  standards  set 
forth  in  the  rules  do  not,  in  our  judg¬ 
ment,  vary  materially  from  those  which 
have  guided  parties  and  practitioners  in 
the  past  under  section  409(c)  of  the 
Communications  Act  and  pertinent  Com¬ 
mission  and  court  decisions.  Standards 
cannot  be  devised  which  eliminate  doubt 
in  every  borderline  case  which  may  arise 
in  the  future.  In  case  of  doubt  interested 
persons  need  only  inquire  in  advance 
concerning  the  propriety  of  a  given  com¬ 
munication.  Cf.  Lafayette  Radio  Elec¬ 
tronics  Corp.  v.  United  States,  - -F. 

2d - ,  Docket  No.  29678,  C.A.  2,  April 

26,  1965.  The  meaning  of  the  term 
“presentation”  is  discussed  in  the  para¬ 
graphs  which  follow. 

20.  Any  communication  which  deals 
directly  with  the  merits  or  the  outcome 
of  any  aspect  of  a  restricted  proceeding 
is  a  presentation  within  the  meaning 
of  §  1.1201(f).  The  definition  includes 
communications  going  to  the  merits  of 
the  issues  upon  which  the  proceeding  was 
designated  for  hearing;  communications 
going  to  the  merits  of  any  substantive  or 
procedural  question  which  is  in  dispute 
in  the  proceeding;  and  communications 
containing  facts  or  allegations  concern¬ 
ing  the  parties  to  the  proceeding  or 
matters  which  may  affect  the  outcome 
therein,  even  though  these  matters  may 
not  have  been  placed  formally  in  issue 
or  considered  on  the  record.  Statements 
reflecting  favorably  or  adversely  on  the 
character  of  a  party  to  a  restricted  pro¬ 
ceeding,  for  example,  would  constitute 
a  “presentation",  even  though  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  had  been  designated  for  hearing 
on  technical  issues  only  and  no  question 
concerning  the  character  of  any  party 
had  been  raised  on  the  record  of  the 
proceeding. 

21.  The  rules  do  not  preclude  commu¬ 
nication  between  interested  persons  and 
decision-making  Commission  personnel 
concerning  the  restricted  proceeding,  if 
the  communication  does  not  go  to  the 
merits  or  outcome  of  any  aspect  of  that 
proceeding.  (See  paragraph  20,  supra.) 
Thus  they  do  not  prevent  an  interested 
person  from  seeking  advice  from  appro¬ 
priate  Commission  personnel  concerning 
compliance  with  procedural  require¬ 
ments,  provided  the  area  of  inquiry  is 
not  in  fact  an  area  of  controversy  in 
the  proceeding.  An  interested  person 
could  properly  seek  advice  from  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Counsel,  for  example,  concerning 
the  time  allowed  for  filing  a  pleading. 


Nor  would  it  be  improper  under  the 
rules  for  counsel  to  advise  the  hearing 
examiner  informally  that  a  witness 
scheduled  for  an  imminent  hearing  ses¬ 
sion  would  be  unable  to  appear;  to  make 
inquiry  concerning  the  date  upon  which 
a  witness’  appearance  would  be  required; 
or,  in  other  comparable  circumstances 
where  time  is  a  factor  and  the  commu¬ 
nication  itself  does  not  touch  on  the 
merits,  to  communicate  informally  with 
decision-making  Commission  personnel. 
Decision-making  personnel  may  likewise 
communicate  informally  with  parties  or 
attorneys  concerning  changes  in  the 
hearing  schedule  or  other  comparable 
matters. 

22.  The  term  “presentation”  does  not 
include  pleadings  or  testimony  submitted 
openly  in  other  proceedings  pending  be¬ 
fore  the  Commission.  It  does  not  apply 
to  reports  required  by  statute  or  the 
Commission’s  rules,  or  ordered  by  the 
Commission  in  a  particular  case,  or  to  the 
submission  of  other  communications  in 
compliance  with  any  request  f^r  infor¬ 
mation  made  by  the  Commission  in  the 
discharge  of  its  legislative  or  executive 
functions.  Communications  of  this  na¬ 
ture  are  not  prohibited;  nor  is  it  required 
that  they  be  served  upon  parties  to  the 
restricted  proceeding.  See,  e.g.,  3  R.R.  2d 
1005  (1964) .  The  rules  are  not  intended 
to  interfere  with  the  participation  by 
parties  to  a  restricted  proceeding  in  other 
proceedings  of  a  general  or  specific  na¬ 
ture  pending  before  the  Commission. 
Nor  are  they  intended  to  bar  normal 
communication  between  decision-making 
personnel  and  attorneys  (or  other  per¬ 
sons)  who  are  pursuing  the  interests  of 
the  same  or  other  clients  in  non- 
restricted  proceedings  or  in  other  re¬ 
stricted  proceedings. 

23.  Apart  from  formal  Commission 
proceedings,  there  are  many  problems  of 
a  general  nature  which  are  of  mutual  in¬ 
terest  to  the  Commission  and  the  indus¬ 
try.  There  is  a  need  for  communication 
between  the  Commission  and  the  indus¬ 
try  concerning  these  problems — on  an  in¬ 
formal  as  well  as  formal  level.  There 
may  be  a  need  for  informal  communica¬ 
tion  between  the  Commission  and  parties 
to  a  restricted  proceeding  concerning 
these  problems.  And  this  may  be  so, 
even  if  the  problems  are  in  some  way  re¬ 
lated  to  the  restricted  proceeding  in 
which  they  are  participating.  The  rules 
should  not  be  construed  as  an  absolute 
bar  to  such  communication,  although 
they  do  bar  ex  parte  communications 
dealing  directly  with  the  merits  of  the 
restricted  proceeding.  (See  paragraph 
20,  supra.)* 

•It  should  also  be  understood  that  these 
rules  do  not  restrict  such  communication  be¬ 
tween  decision-making  and  non-declslon- 
raaklng  Commission  personnel  as  may  be 
necessary  or  appropriate  to  carry  out  their 
normally  assigned  functions  with  respect  to 
matters  other  than  restricted  proceedings. 
Such  matters  may  Involve  a  party  to  a  re¬ 
stricted  proceeding  or  may  be  related  In  some 
way  to  the  subject  matter  of  such  a  proceed¬ 
ing.  They  must  nevertheless  be  discussed 
and  disposed  of  by  the  Commission  and  ap¬ 
propriate  elements  of  Its  staff.  Thus,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  applications  must  be  processed, 
though  they  are  submitted  by  a  party  to  a 
restricted  proceeding;  results  of  Field  Engl- 


24.  The  need  for  informal  communica¬ 
tion  concerning  general  problems, 
between  decision-making  Commission 
personnel  and  parties  to  a  restricted  pro¬ 
ceeding,  is  present,  to  some  degree,  in  all 
areas  of  regulation,  but  presents  itself 
with  greater  frequency  in  the  area  of 
common  carrier  regulation.  The  nature 
of  common  carrier  regulation  requires  a 
continuous  inquiry  into  the  plans  of  indi¬ 
vidual  carriers,  and  the  discussion  of 
such  matters  as  financing  and  construc¬ 
tion  programs,  technical  advances,  ac¬ 
counting  rules  and  depreciation  rates. 
Some  of  the  carriers,  on  the  other  hand, 
may  be  almost  constantly  involved  in 
record  rule  making  proceedings,  in  which 
particular  aspects  of  such  matters  may 
be  in  issue.  In  this  area,  moreover,  both 
the  Commission  and  its  Common  Carrier 
Bureau  are  classified  as  decision-making 
personnel.  It  may  therefore  frequently 
be  necessary  for  the  same  carrier  to  par¬ 
ticipate  simultaneously  in  a  restricted 
proceeding  end  in  informal  discussion 
with  decision-making  personnel.  In 
such  circumstances,  it  should  be  under¬ 
stood  that  discussion  of  the  merits  or  out¬ 
come  of  the  restricted  proceeding  is  pro¬ 
hibited,  but  that  informal  discussion  of 
other  matters,  even  if  Incidentally  re¬ 
lated  to  the  proceeding,  may  be  necessary 
and,  if  so,  is  permissible. 

25.  Parties  to  a  restricted  proceeding 
and  other  interested  persons,  however, 
are  subject  to  higher  standards  and  have 
a  special  responsibility  with  respect  to 
such  communications,  if  they  relate  to 
the  restricted  proceeding  in  which  they 
are  participating.1*  This  is  true,  whether 
the  relationship  is  factual  or  whether  it  is 
a  legal  or  policy  matter.  If  the  qualifi¬ 
cations  or  capabilities  of  the  “interested 
person”  are  at  issue  in  the  restricted  pro¬ 
ceeding,  moreover,  the  special  responsi¬ 
bility  is  present — regardless  of  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  the  communication.  In 
short,  interested  persons  are  entitled  to 
pursue  other  legitimate  interests  before 
the  Commission,  but  must  not  use  the 
pendency  of  other  matters  as  a  pretext 
for  ex  parte  communications  going  to  the 
merits  or  outcome  of  a  restricted  pro¬ 
ceeding.  See  WHDH,  Inc.,  29  FCC  204, 
20  RH.  395(1960).  We  recognize  that 
there  are  situations  under  these  rules  in 
which  parties  may  be  in  doubt  as  to  the 
propriety  of  a  particular  communication. 
In  such  situations,  they  should  consult 
with  counsel  and  may  seek  advice  from 

neerlng  Bureau  Inspections  and  monitoring 
must  be  reported,  though  they  may  Involve 
a  party  to  a  restricted  proceeding;  and  policy 
matters  must  be  discussed  and  acted  upon, 
though  they  may  be  related  to  a  restricted 
proceeding.  Ex  parte  communications  be¬ 
tween  declslon-maklng  and  non-declslon- 
maklng  personnel  dealing  directly  with  the 
merits  or  outcome  of  a  restricted  hearing 
proceeding  are,  of  course,  prohibited. 

"There  is  a  natural  and  Inevitable  over¬ 
lap  between  general  industry  problems  and 
the  manifestation  of  those  problems  In  par¬ 
ticular  restricted  proceedings.  Lest  there  be 
doubt  in  this  respect,  It  should  be  under¬ 
stood  that  the  rules  governing  ex  parte  com¬ 
munications  have  no  application  to  com¬ 
munications  concerning  general  Industry 
problems  by  persons  not  Interested  In  the 
outcome  of  the  restricted  proceeding  In 
which  particular  aspects  of  those  problems 
are  at  issue. 
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appropriate  Commission  employees.  Cf 
Lafayette  Radio  Electronics  Corp.  v. 
United  States,  supra. 

26.  Prohibited  presentations.  Sections 
1.1221  and  1.1223  deal  with  the  question 
of  prohibited  presentations.  As  previ¬ 
ously  indicated,  a  presentation  is  a 
“communication  going  to  the  merits  or 
outcome  of  any  aspect  of  a  restricted 
proceeding.”  The  prohibitions,  of  course, 
•apply  only  to  ex  parte  presentations 
(see  5  1.1201(g)).  All  ex  parte  pres¬ 
entations,  moreover,  are  not  expressly 
prohibited.  Whether  an  ex  parte  pres¬ 
entation  is  prohibited  depends  upon  the 
following  factors:  (1)  The  stage  of  the 
restricted  proceeding  (i.e.,  before  or  after 
designation  for  hearing) ;  (2)  The  form 
of  the  communication  (i.e.,  oral  or 
written) ;  and  (3)  The  status  of  the  per¬ 
son  making  the  presentation  (i.e.,  an 
“interested  person”,  as  defined  in 
5  1.1201(e) ;  “non-decision-making  Com¬ 
mission  personnel”,  as  defined  in 
§  1.1201(d) ;  or  other  persons  having  no 
connection  with  the  proceeding).  Sec¬ 
tion  1.1227  expressly  authorizes  ex  parte 
communications  of  certain  kinds,  some 
of  which  may  be  “presentations”  as  de¬ 
fined  herein  (see  paragraphs  28-30, 
infra).  Certain  presentations,  finally, 
are  neither  expresky  prohibited  nor  ex¬ 
pressly  permitted  (i.e.,  written  ex  parte 
presentations  from  members  of  the  gen¬ 
eral  public  having  no  connection  with 
the  restricted  proceeding)  ,n 

27.  Section  1.1221  concerns  proceed¬ 
ings  which  have  been  designated  for 
hearing.  In  such  proceedings,  the  pro¬ 
hibition  against  oral  ex  parte  presenta¬ 
tions  (5  1.1221(a))  applies  to  all  such 
presentations,  regardless  of  the  connec¬ 
tion  of  the  person  making  it  with  the 
restricted  proceeding.  The  prohibition 
against  written  ex  parte  presentations 
(5  1.1221(b) ),  on  the  other  hand,  applies 
only  to  interested  persons  and  non-de¬ 
cision-making  Commission  personnel. 
Section  1.1223  concerns  probhibitlons 
against  oral  or  written  ex  parte  presenta¬ 
tions  in  application  proceedings  prior  to 
their  designation  for  hearing.  At  the 
pre-designation  stage  of  application  pro¬ 
ceedings,  the  prohibitions  against  oral  or 
written  presentations  apply  only  to  in¬ 
terested  persons  (see  5  1.1201(e) ) .  In  all 
restricted  proceedings,  whether  prior  to 
or  after  designation  for  hearing,  the  pro¬ 
hibitions  apply  to  attempts  to  make  pro¬ 
hibited  ex  parte  presentations,  regard¬ 
less  of  whether  they  are  consummated, 
and  to  indirect  presentations  or  at¬ 
tempts.  Section  1.1225,  in  addition, 
prohibits  any  person  from  soliciting 


“  Written  ex  parte  presentations  from 
members  of  the  general  public  who  have  no 
connection  with  the  restricted  proceeding 
are,  of  course,  discouraged.  Provision  Is  made 
for  their  disclosure.  Provisions  governing 
their  consideration  by  decision- making  Com¬ 
mission  personnel  are  the  same  as  those 
governing  ex  parte  presentations  from  In¬ 
terested  persons.  In  view  of  the  source  and 
the  nature  of  such  presentations,  however, 
we  consider  It  Is  unnecessary  and  Inappro¬ 
priate  to  make  them  a  violation  of  the  rules. 
It  should  be  noted,  however,  that  solicitation 
by  Interested  persons  or  their  agents  of 
written  ex  parte  presentations  from  the  gen¬ 
eral  public  Is  prohibited.  See  S  1.1225(a). 


others  to  make  any  presentation  which 
he  himself  is  prohibited  from  making 
under  55  1.1221  and  1.1223.  In  such 
cases,  it  should  be  noted,  the  act  of 
solicitation  alone  is  prohibited,  regard¬ 
less  of  whether  any  presentation  is  sub¬ 
sequently  made.  The  prohibitions,  and. 
any  appropriate  sanctions  for  their 
violation,  are  also  applicable  to  agents  of 
persons  who  are  subject  to  the  prohibi¬ 
tions.  See  5  1.1201(e)(3).  Section 
1.1225(b)  prohibits  decision-making 
Commission  personnel  from  soliciting  or 
encouraging  ex  parte  presentations  from 
any  person  and  from  entertaining  ex 
parte  presentations  made  to  them. 

28.  Permissible  communications.  In 
response  to  comments  submitted  by  Pier¬ 
son,  Ball,  and  Dowd,  we  have  deleted  the 
general  exception  provided  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rules  in  the  case  of  communica¬ 
tions  concerning  “the  need  for  unusually 
expeditious  handling  of  a  pleading  or 
other  document  which  is  being,  or  has 
been,  filed.”  We  agree  that  this  excep¬ 
tion  is  of  little  importance  and  that  it 
could  be  subject  to  abuse.  The  excep¬ 
tion  in  the  proposed  rules  pertaining  to, 
“ex  parte  communications,  directed  by 
decision-making  Commission  personnel 
to  attorneys  for  parties  to  the  proceeding 
*  •  •  concerning  procedural  develop¬ 
ments  in  the  proceeding,”  has  also  been 
deleted.  The  latter  exception  is  not 
needed,  since  such  communications  are 
permissible  under  the  rules  we  are 
adopting.  (See  paragraph  21,  supra.) 

29.  Section  1.1227(d)  provides  an  ex¬ 
ception  in  the  case  erf,  “Any  communica¬ 
tion  from  an  agency  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  involving  classified  security  in¬ 
formation.”  PB&D  objected  to  this  pro¬ 
vision  on  the  ground  that  such  communi¬ 
cations  might  be  relied  upon,  without 
disclosure,  in  deciding  a  restricted  pro¬ 
ceeding.  The  exception,  however,  pro¬ 
vides  only  that  classified  security  infor¬ 
mation  may  properly  be  communicated 
to  the  Commission  by  other  Federal 
agencies,  without  regard  to  whether  it  is 
related  to  a  restricted  proceeding,  and 
that  the  Commission  is  not  required  to 
disclose  that  information.  The  Commis¬ 
sion’s  responsibilities  obviously  require 
that  it  be  in  a  position  to  receive  classi¬ 
fied  information.  Just  as  obviously,  we 
cannot  provide  by  rule  for  the  routine 
disclosure  of  such  Information  if  it  hap¬ 
pens  to  relate  to  a  restricted  proceeding. 
See  section  4(j)  of  the  Communications 
Act.  We  are,  of  course,  aware  of  the 
legal  requirements  regarding  the  use  of 
such  information.  This  proceeding, 
however,  does  not  purport  to  deal  with 
that  question:  and  this  provision  does 
not,  in  any  way,  alter  those  requirements. 

30.  Section  1.1227(e)  provides  an  ex¬ 
ception  in  the  case  of,  “any  request  for 
information  solely  with  respect  to  the 
status  of  a  restricted  proceeding.” 
PB&D  states  that  a  party  who  requests 
Information  about  the  status  of  a  re¬ 
stricted  proceeding  should  notify  other 
parties  of  his  request;  and  that,  if  non- 
parties  make  status  inquiries,  the  Com¬ 
mission  should  note  this  fact  in  a  public 
release.  We  do  not  believe  it  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  bar  ex  parte  inquiries  which  are 
limited  strictly  to  determining  the  status 
of  a  restricted  proceeding,  or  to  encum¬ 
ber  the  administrative  process  with  re¬ 


quirements  for  servloe  or  public  notice 
concerning  such  inquiries.  It  should  be 
clearly  understood,  however,  that  status 
inquiries  cannot  be  used  as  a  vehicle 
for  stating  or  implying  a  preference  for 
a  party  or  his  position,  or  in  any  way  dis¬ 
cussing  the  merits  or  outcome  of  a  re¬ 
stricted  proceeding.  Moreover,  while  the 
final  rules  permit  any  party  to  make  a 
status  inquiry,  they  expressly  prohibit 
“interested  persons”  from  directly  or  in¬ 
directly  soliciting  others  to  make  ex 
parte  status  inquiries. 

31.  Procedures  for  handling  ex  parte 
communications.  Procedures  for  han¬ 
dling  ex  parte  communications  are  set 
forth  in  55  1.1241  and  1.1243.  They  pro¬ 
vide  generally  for  the  disclosure  of  ex 
parte  presentations,  including  ex  parte 
presentations  from  members  of  the  gen¬ 
eral  public  which  are  not  prohibited  un¬ 
der  55  1.1221(b)  and  1.1223.  They  pro¬ 
vide,  in  addition,  for  the  disclosure  of 
written  ex  parte  communications  which 
are  not  presentations — i.e.,  do  not  go  to 
the  merits  or  outcome  of  the  restricted 
proceeding.  While  many  of  the  ex  parte 
presentations  or  other  ex  parte  commu¬ 
nications  expressly  authorized  under 
5  1.1227  will  ordinarily  be  disclosed,  the 
rules  do  not  require  such  disclosure,  and 
in  some  instances  the  material  may  not 
be  made  public  (see,  e.g.,  paragraph  29, 
supra). 

32.  Sections  1.1241  and  1.1243  provide, 
in  addition,  that  no  unauthorized  ex 
parte  communication  will  be  considered, 
without  disclosure,  in  determining  the 
merits  of  a  restricted  proceeding.  After 
designation  for  hearing,  and  the  estab¬ 
lishment  of  a  record,  no  such  communi¬ 
cation  will  be  considered  in  determining 
the  merits  of  the  proceeding  unless  it  is 
made  a  part  of  that  record.  Parties  to 
the  proceeding,  or  the  Commission  on  its 
own  motion,  may,  in  accordance  with 
accepted  procedures,  put  into  issue  in  the 
proceeding  questions  concerning  a  pro¬ 
hibited  ex  parte  communication  and  its 
effect.  Either  during  the  restricted  pro¬ 
ceeding,  or  afterwards,  moreover,  the 
Commission  may  initiate  separate  pro¬ 
ceedings  looking  toward  the  imposition 
of  sanctions — eg.,  forfeiture  or  revoca¬ 
tion  of  license — or  may  seek  criminal 
prosecution. 

33.  The  handling  of  written  ex  parte 
communications  is  governed  by  5  1.1241. 
Under  5  1.1241(a),  every  possible  effort 
will  be  made  to  prevent  unauthorized 
written  ex  parte  communications  from 
reaching  the  decision-making  personnel 
to  whom  they  are  addressed.  If  the 
communication  is  authorized  under 
5  1.1227  and  requires  the  consideration  of 
decision-making  personnel,  it  will,  of 
course,  be  forwarded  to  them.  Under 
5  1.1241(b),  such  unauthorized  written 
ex  parte  communications  as  reach  deci¬ 
sion-making  Commission  personnel  are 
to  be  forwarded  by  them  to  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Director.  A  statement  describing 
the  surrounding  circumstances,  when 
they  are  not  clear  from  the  presentation 
itself,  is  required  in  the  case  of  all  un¬ 
authorized  ex  parte  presentations,  as  de¬ 
fined  in  5  1.1201  (f ) ,  regardless  of  the  sta¬ 
tus  of  the  person  making  presentation. 

34.  As  these  provisions  indicate,  all  un¬ 
authorized  written  ex  parte  communica¬ 
tions  are  forwarded,  with  the  least  pos- 
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sible  consideration  by  decision-making 
personnel,  to  the  Executive  Director,  who 
has  no  decision-making  responsibilities. 
He  is  responsible  for  seeing  to  it  that  all 
such  communications  are  associated  with 
the  file  of  the  restricted  proceeding.  If, 
in  his  judgment,  the  communication  in¬ 
volves  a  violation  of  these  rules  or  should, 
for  any  other  reason,  be  brought  to  the 
attention  of  the  parties,  he  is  also  re¬ 
sponsible  for  serving  it  upon  the  parties, 
in  his  judgment,  he  may  (in  lieu  of  serv¬ 
ice)  notify  the  parties  in  writing  that 
the  communication  has  been  made  and 
that  it  is  available  for  public  inspection. 
If  a  statement  describing  the  circum¬ 
stances  in  which  the  communication  was 
made  has  been  prepared,  the  Executive 
Director  serves  that  statement  upon  the 
parties  and  upon  the  person  who  made 
the  communication.  The  latter  is  af¬ 
forded  10  days  in  which  to  file  a  notarized 
counterstatement  if  he  so  desires,  and 
the  counterstatement  may  be  served 
upon  the  parties  by  the  Executive  Di¬ 
rector  if  he  deems  service  appropriate. 

35.  The  handling  of  oral  ex  parte  com¬ 
munications  is  governed  by  §  1.1243.  If 
an  unauthorized  oral  ex  parte  presenta¬ 
tion  is  made  to  decision-making  person¬ 
nel,  they  are  required  to  advise  the  per¬ 
son  making  the  presentation  that  it  is 
prohibited  and  to  terminate  the  discus¬ 
sion  of  such  matters  ($  1.1243(a)).  As 
soon  thereafter  as  practicable,  they  are 
required  to  forward  a  statement  to  the 
Executive  Director  concerning  the  pres¬ 
entation  ($  1.1243(b)).  All  such  state¬ 
ments  are  placed  by  the  Executive  Di¬ 
rector  in  a  public  file,  which  is  associ¬ 
ated  with  the  file  of  the  restricted  pro¬ 
ceeding.  The  Executive  Director  either 
serves  the  statement  on  the  parties  or 
notifies  them  that  the  presentation  has 
been  made  and  that  a  statement  con¬ 
cerning  it  is  available  for  inspection 
(1  1.1243(d)).  As  in  the  case  of  written 
communications,  the  person  who  made 
the  presentation  1s  afforded  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  submit  a  counterstatement 
(5  1.1243(e)). 

36.  Disclosure  of  information  concern¬ 
ing  ex  parte  presentations.  Section 
1.1245  requires  any  party  having  sub¬ 
stantial  reason  to  believe  that  an  un¬ 
authorized  ex  parte  presentation  has 
been  solicited,  attempted  or  made,  or  who 
has  information  regarding  such  a  presen¬ 
tation,  to  advise  the  Executive  Director 
of  all  the  facts  and  circumstances  known 
to  him.  Section  1.1251(a)  provides  for 
the  imposition  of  sanctions  upon  any 
party  who  fails  to  meet  this  affirmative 
obligation.  This  provision  does  not,  of 
course,  preclude  a  party  from  raising  the 
same  questions  on  the  record  of  the  re¬ 
stricted  proceeding.  It  should  be  clear 
under  this  reporting  procedure  that  ex 
Parte  presentations  cannot  be  Justified 
as  an  effort  to  “neutralize"  the  supposed 
actions  of  other  parties.  See  WHDH, 
hie.,  29  F.C.C.  204,  20  R.R.  395  (1960). 
The  mandatory  feature  of  this  provision 
should  also  remove  any  hesitancy  on  the 
Part  of  the  parties  to  bring  matters  of 
this  kind  to  the  attention  of  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Director. 

37.  Sanctions.  Section  1.1251  de¬ 
scribes  the  sanctions  which  may  be  im¬ 
posed  against  parties,  Commission  per¬ 


sonnel  or  others,  for  violation  of  the 
rules  governing  ex  parte  presentations. 

38.  Authority  for  the  amendments 
adopted  herein  is  contained  in  sections 
4(1) ,  4(J) ,  303(r)  and  409(c)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

39.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is  or¬ 
dered,  Effective  August  16, 1965  that  Sub¬ 
part  H  of  Part  1  of  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions,  as  set  forth  below,  is  adopted,  and 
this  proceeding  is  terminated. 

Adopted:  July  7,  1965. 

Released:  July  21,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,13 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

Subpart  H  is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

Subpari  H - Ex  Part*  Presentations 


Sec. 

1.1201 

1.1203 

1.1205 


1.1207 

1.1209 


General 

Definitions. 

Restricted  adjudicative  proceedings. 

Decision-making  Commission  per¬ 
sonnel  (restricted  adjudicative 
proceedings) . 

Restricted  rule  making  proceedings. 

Decision-making  Commission  per¬ 
sonnel  (restricted  rule  making 
proceedings). 

Prohibited  Presentations 


1.1221  Presentations  prohibited  in  re¬ 
stricted  proceedings  which  have 
been  designated  for  hearing. 

1.1223  Presentations  prohibited  in  re¬ 
stricted  application  proceedings 
prior  to  their  designation  for  hear¬ 
ing. 

1.1225  Solicitation  of  ex  parte  presentations. 

1.1227  Permissible  ex  parte  communica¬ 
tions. 


Procedures  for  Handling  Ex  Parte 
Communications 

1.1241  Written  ex  parte  communications. 
1.1243  Oral  ex  parte  communications. 

1.1245  Disclosure  of  information  concerning 
ex  parte  presentations. 

Sanctions 
1.1251  Sanctions. 

Authoritt:  The  provisions  of  this  Sub- 
part  H  Issued  under  secs.  4,  303,  409,  48  Stat. 
1066,  1082,  1096,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C.  154, 
303,  409. 

Subpart  H — Ex  Parte  Presentations 

General 

§  1.1201  Definitions. 

(a)  Restricted  proceeding.  A  pro¬ 
ceeding  In  which  the  restrictions  set 
forth  in  this  subpart  apply.  See 
59  1.1203  and  1.1207. 

(b)  Commission  personnel.  All  mem¬ 
bers,  officers,  and  employees  of  the 
Commission. 

(c)  Decision-making  Commission  per¬ 
sonnel.  Those  Commission  personnel 
listed  in  §5  1.1205  and  1.1209. 

(d)  Non-decision-making  Commission 
personnel.  All  Commission  personnel 
other  than  decision-making  Commission 
personnel. 

<e)  Interested  person.  Any  person 
having  a  direct  or  indirect  interest  in  the 


11  Concurring  and  dissenting  statement  of 
Commissioner  Loevinger  filed  as  part  of  orig¬ 
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outcome  of  a  restricted  proceeding,  In¬ 
cluding  the  following: 

(1)  Parties  to  the  restricted  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

(2)  Any  other  person  who  might 
be  aggrieved  or  adversely  affected  by  the 
outcome  of  the  restricted  proceeding. 
See  sections  402(b)  (6)  and  405  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

(3)  Agents  for  persons  who  might  be 
aggrieved  or  adversely  affected  by  the 
outcome  of  the  restricted  proceeding,  in¬ 
cluding  attorneys  and  consulting  en¬ 
gineers. 

(f)  Presentation.  Any  communica¬ 
tion  going  to  the  merits  or  outcome  of 
any  aspect  of  a  restricted  proceeding. 

Note:  The  term  “presentation’*  is  nar¬ 
rower  than  the  general  term  “communica¬ 
tion”.  For  a  discussion  of  the  term  "pres¬ 
entation”,  see  1  F.C.C.  2d  (1965),  at  para¬ 
graphs  19-25. 

(g)  Ex  parte  presentation.  (1)  Any 
written  presentation,  made  to  decision¬ 
making  personnel  by  any  other  person, 
which  is  not  served  on  the  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  See  55  1.47  and  1.211. 

(2)  Any  oral  presentation,  made  to 
decision-making  Commission  personnel 
by  any  other  person,  without  advance 
notice  to  the  parties  to  the  proceeding 
and  opportunity  for  them  to  be  present. 

§  1.1203  Restricted  adjudicative  pro¬ 
ceedings. 

(a)  All  adjudicative  proceedings,  in¬ 
cluding  the  following,  are  “restricted” 
from  the  time  they  are  designated  for 
hearing  until  they  are  removed  from 
hearing  status,  or  have  been  decided  by 
the  Commission,  and  are  no  longer  sub¬ 
ject  to  reconsideration  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  or  to  review  by  any  court: 

(1)  Any  proceeding  involving  the  is¬ 
suance,  renewal,  modification  or  assign¬ 
ment  of  any  instrument  authorizing  the 
construction  or  operation  of  radio  facili¬ 
ties  under  Title  III  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

(2)  Any  proceeding  involving  the 
transfer  of  control  of  a  corporate  licensee 
or  permittee  under  section  310  of  the 
Communications  Act. 

(3)  Any  revocation  and/or  cease  and 
desist  proceeding  under  section  312  of 
the  Communications  Act,  unless  and 
until  the  hearing  is  waived  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  5  1.92. 

(4)  Any  proceeding  involving  the  is¬ 
suance  or  suspension  of  an  operator 
license  or  permit  under  section  303(1)  or 
(m)  of  the  Communications  Act. 

(5)  Any  proceeding  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  section  206, 
207,  212,  214(a),  221(a),  or  222(b),  (c)  or 
(d) ,  of  the  Communications  Act. 

(6)  Any  proceeding  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  section  201(c) 
(6),  (7)  or  (9),  or  section  304(f),  of  the 
Communications  Satellite  Act  of  1962. 

(b)  In  the  following  circumstances,  in 
addition,  proceedings  involving  applica¬ 
tions  filed  under  section  308  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  are  “restricted”,  as  to 
interested  persons,  prior  to  their  designa¬ 
tion  for  hearing: 

(1)  Application  proceedings  are  re¬ 
stricted  as  to  interested  persons  from  the 
day  on  which  a  petition  to  deny  is  filed. 
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(See  section  309(d)  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act.)  If  the  petition  is  denied,  the 
proceeding  is  restricted  until  the  order 
disposing  of  the  petition  is  no  longer 
subject  to  reconsideration  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  or  to  review  by  any  court.  If  the 
proceeding  is  designated  for  hearing, 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  applies. 

(2)  Application  proceedings  are  re¬ 
stricted  as  to  interested  persons  from  the 
day  on  which  public  notice  of  the  filing 
of  a  mutually  exclusive  application  is 
given.  Prior  to  the  day  on  which  public 
notice  is  given,  such  proceedings  are 
restricted  as  to  any  interested  person 
having  actual  knowledge  that  a  mutually 
exclusive  application  has  been  filed.  If 
action  is  taken  by  the  applicants  (or  any 
of  them)  looking  toward  removal  of  the 
conflict  between  the  applications,  the 
restrictions  continue  until  such  action 
has  been  approved  by  the  Commission 
and  the  Commission’s  order  with  respect 
thereto  is  no  longer  subject  to  recon¬ 
sideration  by  the  Commission  or  to  re¬ 
view  by  any  court.  See  §  1.525.  If  the 
proceeding  is  designated  for  hearing, 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  applies. 

(i)  Except  as  provided  in  subdivision 
(ii)  of  this  subparagraph,  the  “Public 
Notices”  issued  at  regular  intervals  list¬ 
ing  all  applications  and  major  amend¬ 
ments  thereto  which  have  been  tendered 
(or,  in  non-broadcast  services,  accepted) 
for  filing  shall  constitute  public  notice 
of  the  filing  of  a  mutually  exclusive  ap¬ 
plication.  See  §§  1.564(c),  1.962(e)  and 
21.27(b)  of  this  chapter. 

(ii)  Where  there  is  doubt  as  to 
whether  two  applications  are  in  fact 
mutually  exclusive,  or  where  the  conflict 
between  the  applications  does  not  clearly 
appear  from  such  regularly  issued  “Pub¬ 
lic  Notices”,  the  Commission  will  en¬ 
deavor  to  issue  specific  public  notices 
stating  that  there  is  a  possibility  of  con¬ 
flict  between  the  applications.  In  such 
circumstances,  the  specific  public  notice, 
rather  than  the  regularly  issued  “Public 
Notices”  of  applications  tendered  (or 
accepted)  for  filing,  shall  constitute  pub¬ 
lic  notice  for  purposes  of  this  section. 
(Such  public  notices  are  based  or.  a  pre¬ 
liminary  review  of  the  applications  by 
the  administrative  stall  and  are  accorded 
no  significance  in  determining  whether 
the  applications  should  be  designated  for 
hearing.) 

§  1.1205  Decision-making  Commission 
personnel  (restricted  adjudicative 
proceedings  ) . 

The  following  categories  of  persons 
are  designated  as  decision-making  Com¬ 
mission  personnel  in  restricted  adjudi¬ 
cative  proceeding: 

(a)  The  Commissioners  and  their  per¬ 
sonal  office  staffs. 

(b)  The  Chief  of  the  Office  of  Opinions 
and  Review  and  his  staff. 

(c)  The  Review  Board  and  its  staff. 

(d)  The  Chief  Hearing  Examiner,  the 
hearing  examiners,  and  the  staff  of  the 
Office  of  Hearing  Examiners. 

(e)  The  General  Counsel  and  his  staff. 

(f)  The  Chief  Engineer  and  his  staff. 

§  1.1207  Restricted  rule  making  pro¬ 
ceedings. 

Rule  making  proceedings  which  are  re¬ 
quired  by  statute  to  be  decided  on  the 


record  after  opportunity  for  hearing,  in¬ 
cluding  the  following,  are  "restricted” 
from  the  time  they  are  designated  for 
hearing  until  they  are  removed  from 
hearing  status,  or  have  been  decided  by 
the  Commission,  and  are  no  longer  sub¬ 
ject  to  reconsideration  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  or  to  review  by  any  court: 

(a)  Any  proceeding  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  section  201(a) , 
204,  205,  213(a),  214(d),  221(c),  or  222 
(e)  of  the  Communications  Act. 

(b)  Any  proceeding  involving  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  “charges,  classifications, 
practices,  regulation^,  and  other  terms 
and  conditions”,  or  the  allocation  of 
available  facilities  and  stations  among 
users,  conducted  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  201(c)(2)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Satellite  Act  of  1962 

(c)  Any  rate  making  proceeding  con¬ 
ducted  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  201(c)(5)  of  the  Communications 
Satellite  Act  of  1962. 

§  1.1209  Decision-making  Commission 
personnel  (restricted  rule  making 
proceedings). 

The  following  categories  of  persons  are 
designated  as  decision-making  Commis¬ 
sion  personnel  in  restricted  rule  making 
proceedings: 

(a)  The  Commissioners  and  their  per¬ 
sonal  office  staffs. 

(b)  The  Chief  of  the  Office  of  Opinions 
and  Review  and  his  staff. 

(c)  The  Chief  Hearing  Examiner,  the 
hearing  examiners,  and  the  staff  of  the 
Office  of  Hearing  Examiners. 

(d)  The  Chief  of  the  Common  Carrier 
Bureau  and  his  staff. 

(e)  The  General  Counsel  and  his  staff. 

(f)  The  Chief  Engineer  and  his  staff. 

Prohibited  Presentations 

§  1.1221  Presentations  prohibited  in  re¬ 
stricted  proceedings  which  have  been 
designated  for  hearing. 

Except  as  provided  in  8  1.1227,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  presentations  are  prohibited  in  re¬ 
stricted  proceedings  which  have  been 
designated  for  hearing: 

(a)  Oral  presentations.  Persons  out¬ 
side  the  Commission  and  non-decision¬ 
making  Commission  personnel  shall  not, 
directly  or  indirectly,  make  or  attempt 
to  make  any  oral  ex  parte  presentation. 

(b)  Written  presentations.  Inter¬ 
ested  persons  and  non-decision-making 
Commission  personnel  shall  not,  di¬ 
rectly  or  indirectly,  make  or  attempt  to 
make  any  written  ex  parte  presentation. 

§  1.1223  Presentations  prohibited  in  re¬ 
stricted  application  proceedings 
prior  to  their  designation  for  hear¬ 
ing. 

’  As  provided  in  §  1.1203(b) ,  certain  ap¬ 
plication  proceedings  are  “restricted” 
following  the  submission  of  a  petition  to 
deny  or  public  notice  of  the  filing  of  a 
mutually  exclusive  application.  Except 
as  provided  in  8  1.1227,  no  interested  per¬ 
son  shall,  directly  or  indirectly,  make  or 
attempt  to  make  any  oral  or  written  ex 
parte  presentation  to  decision-making 
Commission  personnel  concerning  such  a 
proceeding.  Nor,  in  the  absence  of  pub¬ 
lic  notice,  shall  such  an  ex  parte  presen¬ 
tation  be  made,  directly  or  indirectly, 
by  an  interested  person  having  actual 


knowledge  that  a  mutually  exclusive  ap¬ 
plication  has  been  filed. 

§  1.1225  Solicitation  of  ex  parte  presen¬ 
tations. 

(a)  No  person  shall  solicit  or  encour¬ 
age  others  to  make  arty  presentation 
which  he  is  himself  prohibited  from  mak¬ 
ing  under  the  provisions  of  this  sub¬ 
part. 

(b)  Except  as  provided  in  8  1.1227,  de¬ 
cision-making  personnel  shall  not  solicit 
or  encourage  ex  parte  presentations  from 
any  person,  and  shall  not  entertain  ex 
parte  presentations  which  are  made  to 
them. 

§  1.1227  Permissible  ex  parte  comnuini. 
cations. 

The  following  communications  shall 
not  be  considered  to  be  ex  parte  presenta¬ 
tions  prohibited  by  the  provisions  of  this 
subpart: 

(a)  Ex  parte  communications  author¬ 
ized  by  statute  or  by  the  Commission’s 
rules.  (See,  for  example,  8  1.333(d).) 
However,  pleadings  which  are  required 
to  be  served  but  which  may  be  ruled  on 
ex  parte  do  not  fall  within  this  category. 
(See,  for  example,  88  1.296  and  1.298(a); 
such  pleadings  may  not  be  submitted  ex 
parte.) 

(b)  Such  ex  parte  communications 
initiated  by  the  staff  of  the  Common  Car¬ 
rier  Bureau  as  may  be  necessary  for  the 
adducement  of  record  evidence  in  re¬ 
stricted  rule  making  proceedings. 

(c)  Any  communication  made  by  or  to 
the  General  Counsel  or  his  staff  concern¬ 
ing  judicial  review  of  any  matter  which 
has  been  decided  by  the  Commission. 

(d)  Any  communication  from  an 
agency  of  the  Federal  Government  in¬ 
volving  classified  security  information. 

(e)  Any  request  for  information  solely 
with  respect  to  the  status  of  a  restricted 
proceeding.  (Interested  persons,  how¬ 
ever,  are  prohibited  from  directly  or  in¬ 
directly  soliciting  ex  parte  status  in¬ 
quiries.) 

(f)  Any  communication  between  de¬ 
cision-making  and  non-decision-making 
Commission  personnel  prior  to  the  desig¬ 
nation  of  a  restricted  proceeding  for 
hearing. 

Procedures  for  Handling  Ex  Parte 
Communications 

§  1.1241  Written  ex  parte  communica¬ 
tions. 

(a)  To  the  extent  possible,  written  ex- 
parte  communications  not  authorized 
under  8  1.1227  will  be  forwarded  to  the 
Executive  Director  rather  than  to  the 
addressee. 

(b)  Unauthorized  written  ex  parte 
communications  which  reach  decision¬ 
making  Commission  personnel  will  be 
forwarded  by  them  to  the  Executive  Di¬ 
rector.  If  the  circumstances  in  which 
an  unauthorized  written  ex  parte  pres¬ 
entation  is  made  are  not  apparent  from 
the  presentation  itself,  a  statement  de¬ 
scribing  those  circumstances  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Executive  Director  with 
the  presentation. 

(c)  Unauthorized  written  ex  parte 
communications,  and  all  statements  and 
correspondence  pertaining  thereto,  will 
be  placed  in  a  public  file,  which  will  be 
associated  with,  but  not  made  a  part  of, 
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the  file  or  record  of  the  restricted  pro¬ 
ceeding  to  which  the  communication  per¬ 
tains.  Prior  to  designation  for  hearing, 
no  such  communication,  statement  or 
correspondence  shall  be  considered, 
without  disclosure,  in  determining  the 
l  merits  of  a  restricted  proceeding.  After 
;  designation  for  hearing,  no  such  mate- 
j  rials  shall  be  considered  in  determining 
i  the  merits  of  a  restricted  proceeding  un- 
I  less  they  are  made  a  part  of  the  record  of 
that  proceeding. 

(d)  ( 1)  If,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Exec¬ 
utive  Director,  any  unauthorized  written 
ex  parte  presentation  forwarded  to  him 
is  prohibited  by  9  1.1221(b)  or  S  1.1223; 
or  if  in  his  judgment  the  presentation  was 
solicited  or  encouraged  in  violation  of 
5  1.1225 ;  or  if  in  his  judgment  the  presen¬ 
tation  should,  for  any  other  reason,  be 
brought  specifically  to  the  attention  of 
the  parties,  the  Executive  Director  will 
serve  copies  of  the  presentation,  together 
with  copies  of  any  statement  describing 
the  circumstances  in  which  it  was  made, 
upon  the  parties  to  the  proceeding. 

(2)  If  the  written  presentation  is  vo¬ 
luminous  or  the  parties  numerous,  or  if 
other  circumstances  satisfy  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Director  that  service  of  the  presenta¬ 
tion  would  be  unduly  burdensome,  he 
may  (in  lieu  of  service)  notify  the  parties 
to  the  proceeding  that  the  presentation 
has  been  made  and  that  it  is  available 
for  public  Inspection. 

(e)  A  copy  of  any  statement  describ¬ 
ing  the  circumstances  in  which  any  un- 
■  authorized  written  ex  parte  presentation 
was  submitted  will  be  forwarded  to  the 
person  who  submitted  the  presentation. 
Within  10  days  after  the  statement  is 
mailed  to  him,  the  person  who  submitted 
the  presentation  may  himself  file  with 
the  Executive  Director  a  notarized  state¬ 
ment  with  regard  to  these  circumstances, 
which  the  Executive  Director  (if  he 
deems  service  appropriate)  may  serve 
upon  parties  to  the  proceeding. 

§  1.12 13  Oral  ex  parte  rommunications. 

(a)  If  an  unauthorized  oral  ex  parte 
presentation  is  made  to  decision-making 
Commission  personnel,  they  will  advise 
the  person  making  the  presentation  that 
it  is  prohibited  and  terminate  the  discus¬ 
sion  of  such  matters. 

(b)  If  an  unauthorized  ex  parte  pres¬ 
entation  has  in  fact  been  made,  the  per¬ 
son  to  whom  the  presentation  was  made 
shall  forward  to  the  Executive  Director 
a  statement  containing  such  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  information  as  is  known  to  him; 

(1)  The  name  of  the  restricted  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

(2)  The  name  and  address  of  the  per¬ 
son  making  the  presentation  and  his  re¬ 
lationship  (if  any)  to  the  parties  to  the 
Proceeding  or  their  attorneys. 

(3)  The  date  and  time  of  the  pres¬ 
entation,  its  duration,  and  the  circum¬ 
stances  (telephone,  personal  interview, 
casual  meeting,  etc.)  under  which  it  was 
®ade. 


(4)  A  brief  statement  as  to  the  sub¬ 
stance  of  the  matters  discussed. 

(5)  Whether  the  person  making  the 
presentation  persisted  in  doing  so  after 
having  been  advised  that  the  presenta¬ 
tion  is  prohibited. 

(6)  The  date  and  time  at  which  the 
statement  was  prepared. 

(c)  All  statements  submitted  to  the 
Executive  Director  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section,  and  all  corre¬ 
spondence  pertaining  thereto,  will  be 
placed  in  a  public  file,  which  will  be  as¬ 
sociated  with,  but  not  made  part  of,  the 
file  or  record  of  the  restricted  proceeding 
to  which  the  presentation  pertains. 
Prior  to  designation  for  hearing;  no  such 
presentation,  statement  or  correspond¬ 
ence  shall  be  considered,  without  dis¬ 
closure,  in  determining  the  merits  of  a 
restricted  proceeding.  After  designa¬ 
tion  for  hearing,  no  such  materials  shall 
be  considered  in  determining  the  merits 
of  a  restricted  proceeding  unless  they  are 
made  a  part  of  the  record  of  that 
proceeding. 

(d)  All  statements  submitted  to  the 
Executive  Director  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  section  shall  be  served  by 
the  Executive  Director  on  the  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  If  the  parties  are  nu¬ 
merous,  or  if  other  circumstances  satisfy 
the  Executive  Director  that  service  of  the 
statement  would  be  unduly  burdensome, 
he  may  (in  lieu  of  service)  notify  the 
parties  to  the  proceeding  that  the  pres¬ 
entation  has  been  made  and  that  a  state¬ 
ment  with  respect  to  it  is  available  for 
public  inspection. 

(e)  The  Executive  Director  will  for¬ 
ward  to  the  person  who  made  the  pres¬ 
entation  a  copy  of  the  statement  pre¬ 
pared  by  the  person  to  whom  the  presen¬ 
tation  was  made.  Within  10  days  after 
that  statement  is  mailed  to  him,  the  per¬ 
son  who  made  the  presentation  may  him¬ 
self  file  with  the  Executive  Director  a 
notarized  statement  with  respect  to  the 
substance  of  the  presentation  and  the 
circumstances  in  which  it  was  made, 
which  the  Executive  Director  (if  he 
deems  service  appropriate)  may  serve 
upon  parties  to  the  proceeding. 

§  1.1245  Disclosure  of  information  con¬ 
cerning  ex  parte  presentations. 

Any  party  to  a  restricted  proceeding 
who  has  substantial  reason  to  believe 
that  an  unauthorized  ex  parte  presenta¬ 
tion  has  been  solicited,  attempted  or 
made,  or  who  has  information  regarding 
such  a  presentation,  shall  promptly  ad¬ 
vise  the  Executive  Director  in  writing  of 
all  the  facts  and  circumstances  concern¬ 
ing  that  presentation  which  are  known  to 
him. 

Sanctions 

§  1.1251  Sanctions. 

(a)  Parties.  Upon  notice  and  hear¬ 
ing,  any  party  to  a  restricted  proceeding 
who  directly  or  indirectly  makes  any  un¬ 
authorized  ex  parte  presentation,  who 


encourages  or  solicits  others  to  make  any 
such  presentation,  or  who  fails  to  advise 
the  Executive  Director  of  the  facts  and 
circumstances  concerning  an  unauthor¬ 
ized  ex  parte  presentation  (see  §  1.1245) , 
may  be  disqualified  from  further  partici¬ 
pation  in  that  proceeding.  Such  alterna¬ 
tive  or  additional  sanctions  as  may  be 
appropriate  may  be  imposed. 

(b)  Commission  personnel.  Violations 
of  the  provisions  of  this  subpart  by  Com¬ 
mission  personnel  will  be  disposed  of  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  set  forth 
in  Administrative  Order  No.  10  and  the 
penalties  therein  specified. 

(c)  Other  persons.  Such  sanctions  as 
may  be  appropriate  under  the  circum¬ 
stances  will  be  imposed  upon  other  per¬ 
sons  who  violate  the  provisions  of  this 
subpart. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-7820;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 

8:49  a.m.] 


Title  43— PUBLIC  LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter  II — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 

SUBCHAPTER  B — LAND  TENURE  MANAGEMENT 
(2000) 

[Circular  No.  2190] 

PART  2230— SPECIAL  USES 

Subpart  2232 — Recreation  and  Public 
Purposes  Act 

Applications  for  Transfer,  Change  of 
Use,  and  for  Renewal  of  Leases 

In  order  to  correct  an  editorial  error 
made  in  the  conversion  cf  Title  43  CFR 
to  the  new  format,  9  2232.1-2(a)  (6)  is 
amended  to  read  as  set  forth  below. 
Since  the  amendment  Is  corrective  in 
nature  and  makes  no  substantive 
changes,  notice  and  public  procedure 
thereon  have  been  deemed  unnecessary. 
This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
on  the  date  of  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Subparagraph  (6)  of  9  2232.1-2  (a)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§2232.1—2  Applications  for  transfer, 
change  of  use,  and  for  renewal  of 
leases. 

(а)  •  •  * 

(б)  Prior  to  approval  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  filed  under  subparagraph  (2)  of  this 
paragraph,  the  land  may  be  reappraised 
in  accordance  with  9  2232.2-3  and  the 
beneficiary  required  to  make  such  pay¬ 
ments  as  are  found  justified  by  such 
reappraisal. 

*  *  •  •  • 
John  A.  Carver,  Jr., 
Under  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

July  20, 1965. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-7797;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 
8:46  a.m.] 


Proposed  Rule  Making 


POST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT 

E  39  CFR  Part  29  ] 

TREATMENT  OF  UNDELIVERABLE- 
COMBINATION  MAILING  PIECES 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  proposed 
amendment  to  §  29.4  of  Title  39,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  regarding  the  treat¬ 
ment  of  mixed  classes  of  mailings.  Sec¬ 
tion  29.4  is  revised  as  follows  to  include 
regulations  about  the  handling  of  com¬ 
bination  mailing  pieces  which  are 
undeliverable. 

Although  the  proposed  changes  relate 
to  a  proprietary  function  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  it  is  the  desire  of  the  Postmaster 
General  voluntarily  to  observe  the  rule 
making  requirements  of  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C.  1003)  in 
order  that  patrons  of  the  postal  service 
may  have  an  opportunity  to  present  writ¬ 
ten  views  concerning  the  regulations. 
Accordingly,  such  written  views  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Director,  Classification 
and  Special  Services  Division,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Post  Office  Department, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20260,  at  any  time 
prior  to  the  30th  day  following  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  The  proposed  §  29.4 
reads  as  follows: 

§  29.4  Treatment. 

(a)  Forwarding.  Pieces  of  second-, 
third-,  or  fourth-class  mail  having  other 
classes  of  mail  enclosed  under  the  com¬ 
bination  mail  arrangements  provided  for 
by  §  29.1(c)  are  subject  to  the  same  con¬ 
ditions  for  forwarding  as  single  pieces  of 
second-,  third-,  or  fourth-class  mail  (see 
Part  47  of  this  chapter).  If  the  en¬ 
closure  is  first-class  mail,  that  fact  will 
not  affect  the  conditions  of  forwarding. 

(b)  Return.  (1)  Undeliverable  com¬ 
bination  mail  pieces,  including  those 
which  cannot  be  forwarded,  one  part  of 
which  is  first-class  mail,  shall  in  all  cases 
be  returned  to  the  sender  subject  to  the 
charge  for  return  according  to  its  class. 
See  §  48.2  (b)  through  (f )  of  this  chap¬ 
ter.  The  weight  of  the  first-class  piece 
will  not  be  included  when  computing  tiie 
charge  for  return  of  the  second-,  thiid-, 
or  fourth-class  portion. 

(2)  Any  undeliverable  combination 
mailing  piece  which  does  not  Include 
first-class  matter  shall  be  disposed  of  as 
provided  in  Part  48  of  this  chapter. 

(3)  If  for  any  reason  an  undeliverable 
combination  mailing  piece,  one  part  of 
which  is  first-class  mail,  is  not  return¬ 
able  to  the  sender,  it  will  be  treated  as 
provided  in  §  48.7(b)  (1)  of  this  chapter. 

Note:  The  corresponding  Postal  Manual 
section  proposed  to  be  revised  Is  139.4. 

(R.S.  161,  as  amended:  5  U.S.C.  22,  39  U.S.C. 
501,4105) 

Harvey  H.  Hannah, 
Acting  General  Counsel. 

[Fit.  Doc.  65-7813;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 
8:48  am.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Wage  and  Hour  Division 
[  29  CFR  Parts  545,  681  ] 
PUERTO  RICO 
Increases  in  Piece  Rates 

Pursuant  to  section  6(a)(2)  of  the 
Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938  (29 
UJ3.C.  206(a)(2)),  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  6  of  1950  (3  CFR  1949-53  Comp., 
p.  1004) ,  and  General  Order  No.  45-A  of 
the  Secretary  of  Labor  (15  F.R.  3290),  I 
hereby  propose  to  revise  Schedule  C  of 
29  CFR  545.13  and  paragraph  (c)  of  29 
CFR  681.9  by  increasing  the  piece  rates 
appearing  thereon  commensurate  with 


2.  Paragraph  (c)  of  29  CFR  681.9 
would  be  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  681.9  Minimum  piece  rates  prescribed 
by  the  Administrator. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(c)  Piece  rates  for  the  hand-lacing 
of  leather  wallets,  leather  wallet  covers, 
and  plastic  wallets.  A  minimum  piece 
rate  of  1.08  cents  per  dozen  stitches  shall 
be  paid  to  homeworkers  in  Puerto  Rico 
engaged  in  the  hand-lacing,  single  stitch, 
with  plastic  lacing  material,  of  leather 
wallets  and  leather  wallet  covers;  a  mini¬ 
mum  piece  rate  of  2.64  cents  per  dozen 
stitches  shall  be  paid  to  homeworkers  in 
Puerto  Rico  engaged  in  the  hand-lacing, 
double  stitch,  with  plastic  lacing  mate¬ 
rial,  of  leather  wallets  and  leather  wallet 
covers;  and  a  minimum  piece  rate  of 
3.29  cents  per  dozen  stitches  shall  be  paid 
to  homeworkers  in  Puerto  Rico  engaged 
in  hand-lacing,  double  stitch,  with  plas¬ 
tic  lacing  material,  of  plastic  wallets. 

(52  Stat.  1062,  as  amended;  29  U.S.C.  206) 
Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  20th 
day  of  July  1965. 

Clarence  T.  Lundqtjist, 
Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-7828;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 

8:49  a.m.] 


increases  in  the  minimum  hourly  wage 
rates  now  applicable  under  the  wage  or¬ 
ders  issued  in  accordance  with  the  rec¬ 
ommendations  of  Industry  Committees 
Nos.  73-A  and  73-B  for  Puerto  Rico  (30 
F.R.  7948,  7949). 

Any  person  interested  In  this  proposal 
may  file  a  written  statement  of  data, 
views,  or  argument  regarding  it  with  the 
Administrator  of  the  Wage  and  Hour 
and  Public  Contracts  Divisions,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor,  Washington,  D.C., 
20210,  within  15  days  after  this  notice  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

1.  Schedule  C  of  29  CFR  545.13  would 
read  as  follows: 

§  545.13  Piece  rates  established  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §  545.9. 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  64— S 0-64] 

CONTROL  ZONES  AND  TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed  Alterations  and  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  consid¬ 
ering  amendments  to  Part  71  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  that  would  al¬ 
ter  the  control  zone  at  Milton,  Fla.,  and 
the  Pensacola  Municipal  Airport,  NAS 
Pensacola-Forrest  Sherman  Field,  and 
NAAS  Saufley  Field  control  zones  at  Pen¬ 
sacola,  Fla.,  and  that  would  designate  the 
Pensacola  transition  area. 

As  parts  of  these  proposals  relate  to  the 
navigable  airspace  outside  the  United 
States,  this  notice  is  submitted  in  con¬ 
sonance  with  the  ICAO  International 
Standards  and  Recommended  Practices. 

Applicability  of  International  Stand¬ 
ards  and  Recommended  Practices,  by  the 
Air  Traffic  Service,  FAA,  in  areas  outside 
domestic  airspace  of  the  United  States 
is  governed  by  Article  12  and  Annex  11 
to  the  Convention  on  International  Civil 
Aviation  (ICAO),  which  pertains  to  the 


Schedule  C.  Piece  Rate  Schedule  poh  the  Fabric  and  Leather  Olove  Industry  in  Puerto  Rico  i 


No. 

Operation 

Ladies’ 
woven  or 
knitted 
fabric 
gloves 

a) 

Leather  gloves ' 

Unit  of  payment 

Ladies’ 

(2) 

Men’s 

(8) 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

188 

Buttons,  slip  stitches  with  tape,  1  button  per 

78.000 

Per  doien  pairs. 

glove. 

189 

Buttonholes,  stitched  in  and  outside,  one 

104.000 

Do. 

button  hole  per  glove. 

190 

Crede  stitch,  6  to  6  stitches  per  inch . 

0.391 

191 

Egyptian  stitch,  5  to  6  stitches  per  inch . 

0.714 

Do. 

192 

.409 

.897 

Do 

193 

Large  stitch  (husky),  5  to  6  stitches  per  inch _ 

.641 

Do! 

194 

Regular  stitch,  6  to  6  stitches  per  inch . 

.308 

.673 

.641 

Do. 

195 

Slip  stitch,  hem  only,  6  to  6  stitches  per  inch. . 

.199 

.460 

.460 

Do. 

196 

Slip  stitch,  reinforcement  on  slit,  6  to  6  stltcbes 

.460 

.460 

Do. 

per  inch,  when  sewing  has  been  faced  on  by 

machine. 

197 

Swagger  stitch,  5  to  6  stitches  per  inch . 

.308 

.673 

.641 

Do. 

198 

Whip  stitch,  5  to  6  stitches  per  inch . 

.308 

.673 

.641 

Do. 

>  Piece  rates  apply  only  to  ban  cl -sc  wing  operations.  For  description  of  operations  Included  under  “band-sewing”’ 
see  definitions  in  applicable  section  of  the  wage  order. 

1  The  hourly  minimum  wage  rates  appUcable  to  leather  gloves  are  also  applicable  to  combination  leather  and 
fabric  gloves.  However,  piece  rates  for  combination  leather  and  fabric  gloves  must  be  set  by  employers  in  accordance 
with  section  545.10. 
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establishment  of  air  navigation  facilities 
and  services  necessary  to  promoting  the 
safe,  orderly,  and  expeditious  flow  of  civil 
air  traffic.  Its  purpose  is  to  insure  that 
civil  flying  on  international  air  routes  is 
carried  out  under  uniform  conditions 
designed  to  improve  the  safety  and  effi¬ 
ciency  of  air  operations, 

The  International  Standards  and  Rec¬ 
ommended  Practices  in  Annex  11  apply 
in  those  parts  of  the  airspace  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  a  contracting  state,  de¬ 
rived  from  ICAO,  wherein  air  traffic  serv¬ 
ices  are  provided  and  also  whenever  a 
contracting  state  accepts  the  responsi¬ 
bility  of  providing  air  traffic  services  over 
high  seas  or  in  airspace  of  undetermined 
sovereignty.  A  contracting  state  accept¬ 
ing  such  responsibility  may  apply  the  In¬ 
ternational  Standards  and  Recommend¬ 
ed  Practices  to  civil  aircraft  in  a  manner 
consistent  with  that  adopted  for  airspace 
under  its  domestic  jurisdiction. 

In  accordance  with  Article  3  of  the 
Convention  on  International  Civil  Avia¬ 
tion,  Chicago,  1944,  state  aircraft  are  ex¬ 
empt  from  the  provisions  of  Annex  11 
and  its  Standards  and  Recommended 
Practices.  As  a  contracting  state,  the 
United  States  agreed  by  Article  3(d)  that 
Its  state  aircraft  will  be  operated  in  inter¬ 
national  airspace  with  due  regard  for  the 
safety  of  civil  aircraft. 

Since  this  action  involves,  in  part,  the 
designation  of  navigable  airspace  outside 
the  United  States,  the  Administrator  has 
consulted  with  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
the  Secretary  of  Defense  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  Executive  Order 
10854. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  Identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Southern  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  Post  Office  Box  20636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.,  30320.  All  communications 
received  within  45  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendments.  The  pro¬ 
posals  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules 
Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington.  D.C.,  20553.  'An  informal 
docket  also  will  be  available  for  examina¬ 
tion  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  having 
completed  a  comprehensive  review  of  the 
terminal  airspace  structure  requirements 
in  the  Pensacola,  Fla.,  terminal  area,  in¬ 
cluding  studies  attendant  to  the  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  provisions  of  CAR 
Amendments  60-21/60-29,  proposes  the 
airspace  actions  hereinafter  set  forth. 

1.  The  Pensacola  (Pensacola  Munici- 
♦u  con*'r°l  zone  would  be  redesignated 
as  that  airspace  within  a  5-mile  radius  of 
the  Pensacola  Municipal  Airport  (lati¬ 
tude  30°28'30"  N.,  longitude  87°11'20" 
”•)  I  within  a  4-mile  radius  of  Navy 
No.  142 - 6 


Ellyson,  Fla.  (latitude  30°31'30"  N., 
longitude  87°  11 '45"  W.) ;  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  167”  bearing  from  the 
Pensacola  radio  beacon,  extending  from 
the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to  8  miles  S  of 
the  radio  beacon;  and  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  314#  bearing  from  the  Pen¬ 
sacola  outer  marker,  extending  from  the 

4- mile  radius  zone  to  8  miles  NW  of  the 
outer  marker. 

2.  The  Pensacola  (NAS  Pensacola- 
Forrest  Sherman  Field)  control  zone 
would  be  redesignated  as  that  airspace 
within  a  5 -mile  radius  of  NAS  Pensacola 
(Forrest  Sherman  Field),  (latitude 
30*21'15"  N.,  longitude  87°19'00"  W.) ; 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  229°  bear¬ 
ing  from  the  Navy  Pensacola  radio  bea¬ 
con,  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
zone  to  11.5  miles  SW  of  the  radio  bea¬ 
con;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Navy 
Pensacola  TACAN  239°  radial,  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  7  miles 
SW  of  the  TACAN;  and  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Navy  Pensacola  TACAN 
193°  radial,  extending  from  the  5-mile 
radius  zone  to  7  miles  S  of  the  TACAN. 

3.  The  Pensacola  (NAAS  Saufley 
Field)  control  zone  would  be  redesig¬ 
nated  as  that  airspace  within  a  5-mile 
radius  of  NAAS  Saufley  Field  (latitude 
30°28'15"  N.,  longitude  87°20'30"  W.), 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  219°  bear¬ 
ing  from  the  Navy  Saufley  radio  beacon, 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to 
10  miles  SW  of  the  radio  beacon;  and 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Navy 
Saufley  VOR  219°  radial,  extending  from 
the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  10  miles  SW  of 
the  VOR,  excluding  the  portions  lying 
within  the  Pensacola  (Pensacola  Munici¬ 
pal)  control  zone  and  the  NAS  Pensacola 
(Forrest  Sherman  Field)  control  zone. 

4.  The  Milton  control  zone  would  be 
redesignated  as  that  airspace  within  a 

5- mile  radius  of  NAAS  Whiting  (North) , 
Milton.  Fla.  (latitude  30°43'15"  N., 
longitude  87°01'45"  W.) ;  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Whiting  VOR  140°  radial 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to 
the  VOR;  and  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  Whiting  TACAN  309°  radial,  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  7 
miles  NW  of  the  TACAN. 

5.  The  Pensacola  transition  area 
would  be  designated  as  that  airspace 
extending  upward  from  700  feet  above 
the  surface  within  a  6-mile  radius  of  the 
Pensacola  Municipal  Airport;  within  a 
7-mlle  radius  of  NAAS  Saufley  Field; 
within  5  miles  W  and  8  miles  E  of  the 
Pensacola  ILS  localizer  N  course,  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  airport  to  12  miles  N  of  the 
outer  marker;  within  5  miles  SW  and  8 
miles  NE  of  the  314°  bearing  from  the 
Pensacola  outer  marker,  extending  from 
the  outer  marker  to  12  miles  NW  of  the 
outer  marker;  within  5  miles  NW  and  8 
miles  SE  of  the  219°  bearing  from  the 
Navy  Saufley  radio  beacon,  extending 
from  the  radio  beacon  to  12  miles  SW 
of  the  radio  beacon;  within  7  miles  each 
side  of  the  NAS  Pensacola  (Forrest  Sher¬ 
man  Field)  Runway  6/24  centerline,  ex¬ 
tending  from  12  miles  E  to  12  miles  W 
of  NAS  Pensacola;  within  7  miles  each 
side  of  the  NAS  Pensacola  Runway  18/36 
centerline,  extending  from  NAS  Pensa¬ 
cola  to  12  miles  S  of  the  airport;  within 
a  7-mile  radius  of  NAAS  Whiting 


(North),  Milton,  Fla.;  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  315°  bearing  from  the 
Navy  Whiting  radio  beacon,  extending 
from  the  7-mile  radius  area  to  12  miles 
NW  of  the  radio  beacon;  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Navy  Whiting  VOR  320° 
radial,  extending  from  the  7-mile  radius 
area  to  12  miles  NW  of  the  VOR;  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  Navy  Whiting 
TACAN  309°  radial,  extending  from  the 
7-mile  radius  area  to  8  miles  NW  of  the 
TACAN,  excluding  the  portion  within 
W-155;  and  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the  inter¬ 
section  of  the  arc  of  a  25-mile  radius 
circle  centered  at  NAAS  Saufley  Field 
and  latitude  30°15'30"  N.,  thence  clock¬ 
wise  along  this  arc  to  latitude  30°44'20" 
N.,  thence  to  latitude  30°58'45"  N„ 
longitude  87°36'00"  W.,  thence  clockwise 
along  the  arc  of  a  34.5-mile  radius  circle 
centered  at  the  Navy  Whiting  radio  bea¬ 
con  to  longitude  87°10'30"  W.,  thence 
SE  to  the  intersection  of  the  arc  of  a  30- 
mile  radius  circle  centered  on  the  Crest- 
view,  Fla.,  VORTAC  and  longitude 
87°04'00"  W.,  thence  clockwise  along 
this  arc  to  the  W  boundary  of  V-115, 
thence  S  along  the  W  boundary  of  V-115 
to  the  NW  boundary  of  V-22,  thence  to 
latitude  30°45'40"  N.,  longitude  86°39'- 
45"  W..  to  latitude  30°42'45"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  86°45'45"  W..  to  latitude  30°38'45" 
N.,  longitude  86°55'00"  W.,  to  latitude 
30°35'35"  N.,  longitude  86°56'40"  W.. 
thence  clockwise  along  the  arc  of  a  25- 
mile  radius  circle  centered  at  NAAS 
Saufley  Field  to  latitude  30°22'05"  N., 
thence  to  latitude  30°21'15"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  87°00'50"  W.,  to  latitude  30°18'00" 
N„  longitude  86°59'30"  W.,  to  latitude 
30°14'30"  N„  longitude  87°14'30"  W„  to 
the  intersection  of  the  arc  of  a  38-mile 
radius  circle  centered  at  NAAS  Saufley 
Held  and  latitude  29°55'00"  N.,  thence 
clockwise  along  this  arc  to  longitude 
87°49'00"  W.,  and  thence  to  the  point 
of  beginning,  excluding  the  portion  with¬ 
in  the  Fort  Rucker,  Ala.,  transition  area. 

6.  In  consonance  with  the  above  air¬ 
space  actions,  the  Pensacola,  Milton,  and 
Crestview,  Ha.,  control  area  extensions 
would  be  revoked. 

The  proposed  control  zone  alterations 
are  necessary  to  protect  aircraft  execut¬ 
ing  instrument  approach  and  departure 
procedures  at  the  pertinent  air  fields. 
Designation  of  the  transition  area  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  protect  aircraft  executing  in¬ 
strument  approach  and  departure  pro¬ 
cedures  at  appropriate  airports  in  the 
terminal  area  and  to  provide  protection 
for  aircraft  operating  in  holding 
patterns. 

Certain  minor  revisions  to  prescribed 
instrument  procedures  would  be  effected 
in  conjunction  with  the  actions  proposed 
herein,  but  operational  complexities 
would  not  be  increased  nor  would  aircraft 
performance  characteristics  or  present 
landing  minimums  be  affected  adversely. 

Specific  details  of  the  changes  to  pro¬ 
cedures  and  minimum  instrument  flight 
rules  altitudes  that  would  be  required 
may  be  examined  by  contacting  the 
Chief,  Airspace  Utilization  Branch,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Southern  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency,  Post  Office  Box 
20636,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  30320. 
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PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


These  amendments  are  proposed  under 
sections  307(a)  and  1110  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348, 
1510),  and  Executive  Order  10854  (24 
F.R.  9565) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  16 
1965. 

Daniel  E.  Barrow, 

Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

IF.R.  Doc.  65-7782;  Filed,  July  23,  1965 
8:45  a.m.] 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  ] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-CE-82] 

CONTROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con 
sidering  amendments  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  which 
would  designate  controlled  airspace  in 
the  Iron  Mountain,  Mich.,  terminal  area. 

There  is  no  controlled  airspace  pres¬ 
ently  designated  in  the  Iron  Mountain, 
Mich.,  terminal  area. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  having 
completed  a  comprehensive  review  of  the 
terminal  airspace  structural  require¬ 
ments  in  the  Iron  Mountain,  Mich.,  ter¬ 
minal  area,  proposes  the  following  air¬ 
space  actions: 

1.  Designate  the  Iron  Mountain,  Mich., 
control  zone  as  that  airspace  within  a 
5-mile  radius  of  Ford  Airport,  Iron 
Mountain,  Mich,  (latitude  45°49'00"  N., 
longitude  88°07'00"  W.) ;  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Iron  Mountain  VOR  141° 
radial  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
zone  to  8  miles  SE  of  the  VOR;  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  Iron  Mountain 
VOR  193°  radial,  extending  from  the 
5-mile  radius  zone  to  8  miles  S  of  the 
VOR;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Iron 
Mountain  VOR  307°  radial,  extending 
from  the  5 -mile  radius  zone  to  8  miles 
NW  of  the  VOR;  and  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  181°  bearing  from  Ford  Air¬ 
port,  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius 
zone  to  8  miles  S  of  the  airport.  This 
control  zone  shall  be  effective  during  the 
specific  dates  and  times  established  in 
advance  by  a  Notice  to  Airmen  and  con¬ 
tinuously  published  in  the  Airman’s 
Information  Manual. 

2.  Designate  the  Iron  Mountain,  Mich., 
transition  area  as  that  airspace  extend¬ 
ing  upward  from  700  feet  above  the 
surface  within  a  7 -mile  radius  of  Ford 
Airport,  Iron  Mountain,  Mich,  (latitude 
45°49'00"  N.,  longitude  88°07'00"  W.) ; 
within  5  miles  NE  and  8  miles  SW  of  the 
Iron  Mountain  VOR  141°  radial,  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  VOR  to  12  miles  SE  of  the 
VOR;  within  5  miles  W  and  8  miles  E 
of  the  Iron  Mountain  VOR  193°  radial, 
extending  from  the  VOR  to  12  miles  S  of 
the  VOR;  within  5  miles  NE  and  8  miles 
SW  of  the  Iron  Mountain  VOR  307° 
radial,  extending  from  the  VOR  to  12 
miles  NW  of  the  VOR;  and  within  5 
miles  W  and  8  miles  E  of  the  181°  bearing 
from  Ford  Airport,  extending  from  the 
airport  to  12  miles  S  of  the  airport. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  install¬ 
ing  a  VOR  facility  on  Ford  Airport,  Iron 
Mountain,  Mich.  The  tentative  commis¬ 
sioning  time  is  December  1965.  Instru¬ 


ment  approach  procedures  will  be  estab¬ 
lished  for  Ford  Airport.  These  pro¬ 
cedures  will  be  effective  concurrently 
with  the  commissioning  of  the  VOR. 

The  proposed  control  zone  would  pro¬ 
vide  controlled  airspace  protection  for 
departing  aircraft  in  their  climb  to  700 
feet  above  the  surface  during  the  times  it 
is  in  effect.  During  these  times  it  would 
also  provide  controlled  airspace  protec¬ 
tion  for  aircraft  executing  the  prescribed 
instrument  approach  procedures  during 
descent  below  1,000  feet  above  the  sur¬ 
face.  Qualified  personnel  of  North  Cen¬ 
tral  Airlines  will  provide  weather  report¬ 
ing  service  during  the  hours  that  the 
control  zone  is  effective.  It  is  expected 
that  the  times  will  initially  be  from 
0630  to  2200  hours  local  time  daily.  Spe¬ 
cific  times  will  be  published  prior  to 
establishment  of  the  control  zone. 

The  proposed  transition  area  would 
provide  controlled  airspace  protection  for 
departing  aircraft  in  their  climb  from 
700  to  1,200  feet  above  the  surface.  It 
would  also  provide  protection  for  aircraft 
executing  the  prescribed  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  procedures  during  descent  to 
1,000  feet  above  the  surf  sice,  when  the 
control  zone  is  in  effect  and  during 
descent  to  700  feet  above  the  surfsice 
when  the  control  zone  is  not  in  effect. 

Floors  of  the  airways  that  will  traverse 
the  transition  area  proposed  herein 
would  automatically  coincide  with  the 
floor  of  the  transition  area. 

Specific  details  concerning  the  new 
approach  procedures  may  be  examined 
by  contacting  the  Chief,  Airspace 
Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Central 
Region,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  4825 
Troost  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  64110. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Central  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  4825  Troost  Avenue,  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Mo.,  64110.  All  communica¬ 
tions  received  within  45  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  will  be  considered  before  ac¬ 
tion  is  taken  on  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment.  No  public  hearing  is  contem¬ 
plated  at  this  time,  but  arrangements  for 
informal  conferences  with  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency  officials  may  be  made  by 
contacting  the  Regional  Air  Traffic  Divi¬ 
sion  Chief.  Any  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  presented  during  such  conferences 
must  also  be  submitted  in  writing  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  this  notice  in  order  to  be¬ 
come  part  of  the  record  for  considera¬ 
tion.  The  proposal  contained  in  this 
notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received. 

.  The  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  4825  Troost  Avenue, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  64110. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1348). 

Issued  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  July  14, 
1965. 

Edward  C.  Marsh, 
Director,  Central  Region. 

[FR.  Doc.  65-7783;  Filed,  July  08,  1965; 

8:45  ajn.] 


[  14  CFR  Port  71  ] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  65-CE-91] 

HOURS  OF  OPERATION  OF  CONTROL 
ZONE 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  which 
would  change  the  effective  hours  of 
operation  of  the  Pontiac,  Mich.,  control 
zone.  The  Pontiac  control  zone  1s  pres¬ 
ently  in  operation  from  0600  to  2200 
hours,  local  time,  daily. 

A  traffic  survey  at  Pontiac  of  aircraft 
operations  indicates  that  a  greater  num¬ 
ber  of  aircraft  operate  to  and  from  the 
Pontiac  Municipal  Airport  between  the 
hours  of  2200  and  2300  than  between  the 
hours  of  0600  and  0700,  local  time.  The 
hours  of  operation  of  the  control  zone 
are  directly  related  to  the  hours  of  oper¬ 
ation  of  the  control  tower  inasmuch  as 
the  tower  provides  the  necessary  com¬ 
munications  and  weather  observation 
and  dissemination  services.  The  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency  has  determined 
that  the  public  interest  will  be  better 
served  by  operating  the  Pontiac  control 
tower  between  0700  and  2300  hours,  lo¬ 
cal  time,  daily. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  thereby 
proposes  to  designate  the  Pontiac  con¬ 
trol  zone  as  that  airspace  within  a  5 -mile 
radius  of  Pontiac  Municipal  Airport  (lati¬ 
tude  42°39'55"  N.,  longitude  83°25’05" 
W.) ,  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Pon¬ 
tiac  VOR  116°  and  271*  radials,  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  8 
miles  W  of  the  VOR,  effective  from  0700 
to  2300  hours,  local  time,  daily. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  director, 
Central  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
4825  Troost  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
64110.  All  communications  received 
within  15  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contracting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data, 
views,  or  arguments  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

The  public  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  4825  Troost  Avenue, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  64110. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348). 


Issued  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  July  14, 
1965. 


Edward  C.  Marsh, 
Director,  Central  Region. 


[F.R.  Doc.  65-7784;  Filed.  July  23,  1965; 
8  45  a  m  [ 
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[  14  CFR  Part*  71,  75  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.65-SO-9] 

federal  airways  and  <jet  routes 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Parts  71  and  75 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  Federal  airways  and  jet 
routes  in  the  vicinity  of  Memphis,  Term. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Southern  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  Post  Office  Box  20636,  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.,  30320.  All  communications 
received  within  30  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendments.  The  pro¬ 
posals  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  Attention:  Rules  Doc¬ 
ket,  800  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20553.  An  informal 
docket  also  will  be  available  for  examina¬ 
tion  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief. 

The  Memphis  VORTAC  is  scheduled 
to  be  relocated  at  latitude  34°56'35"  N., 
longitude  89°57'34"  W.  in  October  1965. 
In  accordance  with  this  relocation  the 
FAA  proposes  to  alter  the  airway  struc¬ 
ture  in  the  vicinity  of  Memphis  to  reflect 
the  relocation  of  the  Memphis  VORTAC, 
and  to  simplify  the  various  aspects  of 
the  airway  structure  as  described  here¬ 
after. 

In  Victor  9  the  east  alternate  between 
Greenwood,  Miss.,  and  Memphis  would 
be  changed  from  a  nonstandard  to  a 
standard  configuration  by  the  deletion 
of  the  words  “via  INT  of  Greenwood  027° 
and  Memphis  168°  radlals”.  Similarly 
the  west  alternate  between  Memphis  and 
Malden,  Mo.,  would  be  changed  to  a 
standard  configuration  by  deletion  of 
the  words  “via  INT  of  Memphis  345°  and 
Malden  195*  radials”. 

In  Victor  11  "Memphis  345°”  and 
“Memphis  066°“  would  be  changed  to  the 
“Memphis  346'"  T  (341*  M),  and  the 
“Memphis  063°”  T  (058*  M)  radials, 
respectively. 

Victor  16  would  be  realigned  from  Pine 
Bluff,  Ark.,  via  Memphis,  Including  a 
standard  south  alternate;  Jacks  Creek, 
Tenn.;  and  Graham,  Tenn.,  including  a 
south  alternate  from  Memphis  to  Gra¬ 
ham  via  the  INT  of  the  Memphis  078* 
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T  (073*  M)  and  the  Graham  238°  T 
(235°  M)  radials.  This  will  eliminate 
a  dogleg  between  Pine  Bluff  and  Mem¬ 
phis,  and  win  convert  the  south  alternate 
of  this  segment  to  a  standard  south  al¬ 
ternate.  The  north  alternate  for  this 
segment  would  be  revoked  because  the 
peak  day  traffic  count  in  1963  and  1964 
disclosed  no  traffic  on  this  segment  and  it 
is  no  longer  required  for  air  traffic  con¬ 
trol  purposes. 

In  Victor  54,  the  north  alternate  be¬ 
tween  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  and  Memphis 
would  become  a  standard  north  alter¬ 
nate,  the  north  alternate  between  Mem¬ 
phis  and  Muscle  Shoals,  Ala.,  would  be 
based  on  the  Memphis  078*  T  (073°  M) 
and  Muscle  Shoals  293*  T  (290°  M)  ra¬ 
dials,  and  a  segment  of  the  south  alter¬ 
nate  would  be  realigned  from  Memphis 
direct  to  Holly  Springs,  Miss.,  to  elimi¬ 
nate  a  dogleg. 

In  Victor  69  the  INT  of  the  Little  Rock 
062°  and  Memphis  276°  radials  would 
be  replaced  by  the  INT  of  the  Pine  Bluff 
040°  T  (034°  M)  and  the  Walnut  Ridge, 
Ark.  (187°  M)  radials. 

Victor  176  would  be  aligned  from 
Memphis  via  Holly  Springs;  Hamilton, 
Ala.,  including -a  south  alternate  from 
Memphis  to  Hamilton  via  the  INT  of  the 
Memphis  136°  T  (131°  M)  and  the 
Hamilton  273°  T  (269°  M)  radials;  the 
INT  of  the  Hamilton  122°  T  (118°  M) 
and  the  Birmingham,  Ala.,  298°  T) 
(295°  M)  radial  to  Birmingham,  includ¬ 
ing  a  north  alternate  from  Holly  Springs 
to  Birmingham  via  the  ENT  of  the  Holly 
Springs  099°  T  (094°  M)  and  the  Bir¬ 
mingham  313°  T  (310°  M)  radials.  This 
alignment  would  provide  more  efficient 
handling  of  Memphis  terminal  traffic  in 
the  southeast  quadrant  of  the  terminal. 
The  proposed  location  of  the  Memphis 
VORTAC  would  otherwise  reduce  the  lat¬ 
eral  separation  of  airways  southeast  of 
Memphis  and  would  direct  traffic  into  an 
area  of  no  radar  coverage  due  to  the 
location  of  the  ARSR  antenna.  The 
proposed  realignment  of  V-176S  would 
provide  adequate  additional  air  traffic 
service  for  air  traffic  between  Memphis 
and  Birmingham. 

Jet  Route  No.  35  would  be  aligned  from 
-  Jackson,  Miss.,  direct  to  Memphis  to 
eliminate  an  unnecessary  dogleg. 

Jet  Route  No.  71  which  is  to  become 
effective  July  22,  1965  (30  F.R.  7100) 
would  be  realigned  via  the  INT  of  the 
Memphis  354”  T  (349°  M)  and  the  Cen¬ 
tralis,  Ill.,  199°  T  (195°  M)  radials,  which 
would  form  a  common  intersection  with 
Jet  Routes  Nos.  35  and  46  to  facilitate  air 
traffic  control. 

Jet  routes  other  than  J-35  and  J-71 
which  are  based  on  the  Memphis 
VORTAC  would  automatically  conform 
to  the  new  location  and  no  change  in 
their  descriptions  is  required. 


These  amendments  are  proposed 
under  section  307(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  16, 
1965. 

Daniel  E.  Barrow, 

Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division . 

[Fit.  Doc.  65-7785;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 
8:45  a  on.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[  47  CFR  Part  1  ] 

[Docket  No.  12947;  FOC  65-599] 

RULES  OF  PRACTICE  AND  PROCEDURE 

Withdrawal  of  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making 

Order.  In  the  matter  of  amendment 
of  ss  1.212,  1.213,  1.214,  1.215,  1.216,  and 
1.218,  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure; 
Docket  No.  12947. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission,  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  7th  day  of 
July  1965: 

The  Commission  having  before  it  the 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  in  this 
proceeding,  adopted  July  22,  1959,  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
July  29,  1959  (24  F.R.  6057) ;  and  com¬ 
ments  filed  by  the  Federal  Communica¬ 
tions  Bar  Association  and  the  American 
Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.;  and 

It  appearing,  that  a  substantial  period 
of  time  has  passed  since  this  proposal 
was  initiated;  that  we  have  operated 
without  difficulty  during  this  period  un¬ 
der  the  standards  specified  by  the  Court 
of  Appeals  in  Sangamon  Valiey  Televi¬ 
sion  Corp.  v.  United  States,  269,  F.  2d 
221  (CA.D.C.  1959) ;  that  we  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  specify,  on  a  case-by-case  basis, 
the  rule  making  proceedings  to  which 
those  standards  apply  and  to  review  the 
need  for  additional  or  revised  proce¬ 
dures;  and  that,  in  light  of  our  experi¬ 
ence  during  this  period  and  our  consid¬ 
eration  of  related  matters  (FCC  65-598, 
July  7,  1965),  we  do  not  consider  that 
the  proposals  in  this  proceeding  should 
be  adopted  or  that  additional  procedures 
are  needed  at  this  time. 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  proposed  rules 
are  withdrawn  and  that  this  proceeding 
is  terminated. 

Released:  July  21,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  65-7821;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 

8:49  a.m.] 
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POST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT 

UNIFORM  QUALITY  CONTROL 
PROGRAM 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Specifications  for 

Postal  Employee  Uniform  Apparel; 

Uniform  Fabric  and  Color 

Pursuant  to  the  Post  Office  Depart¬ 
ment  Uniform  Quality  Control  Program, 
(29  P.R.  2430),  (29  F.R.  15775),  (29  P.R. 
18238),  (30  PR.  1259),  and  (30  F.R.  • 
2824),  the  Post  Office  Uniform  Quality 
Control  Office,  U.S.  Army  Natick  Labora¬ 
tories,  has  issued  to  the  uniform  indus¬ 
try  new  specifications  to  stabilize  basic 
Post  Office  uniforms  in  terms  of  color 
and  fabrics.  All  Post  Office  basic  uni¬ 
forms  items  will  be  manufactured  in  the 
following  color  and  fabrics: 

A.  Color.  Post  Office  Blue  5000. 

B.  Fabrics. 


Fabric  type 

Or.  wt. 

Composition 

24 

20 

Do. 

18 

Do. 

18 

Polyester  55%/wool  45%. 

16 

6.  Serge . 

14 

Do. 

7.  Serge . 

14 

Polyester  55%/wool  45%. 
Polyester  47%, 'acrylic  29%/ 
wool  19%/other  5%. 
Polyester  35%/wool  65%. 
Polyester  45%/wool  25%/ 

8.  Gabardine... 

16 

9.  Gabardine... 

16 

10.  Gabardine... 

16 

acrylic  15%/nylon  15%. 

11.  Gabardine... 

14 

Polyester  55%/acrylic  45%. 

12.  Gabardine... 

12 

Polyester  55%/acrylic  45%. 
Polyester  55%/wool  45%. 

13.  Gabardine... 

11 

14.  Venetian _ 

18 

All  wool. 

15.  Venetian _ 

16 

Polyester  55%/wool  46%. 

16.  Venetian _ 

16 

All  wooL 

17.  Venetian _ 

14 

All  wool. 

18.  Venetian _ 

14 

Polyester  35%/wool  65%. 

19.  Elastique _ 

18 

AU  wool. 

20.  Tropical _ 

10 

21.  Tropical . 

8)4-9 

Polyester  55%/wool  45%. 
Polyester  68%/acrylic  25%/ 

22.  Tropical . 

8)4-9 

mohair  7%. 

23.  Tropical . 

8)4-9 

Polyester  55%/acrylic  46%. 
Polyester  65%/cotton  35%. 

24.  Tropical . 

8)4-9 

24 

AU  wool. 

C.  Effective  date. 

Effective  January  1,  1967,  all  basic 
uniform  garments  sold  to  Post  Office  uni¬ 
formed  personnel  must  be  manufactured 
in  the  above  fabrics  and  standard  color. 
Reimbursement  will  be  made  only  for 
purchases  of  certified  fabrics  and  color 
on  and  after  January  1,  1967. 

D.  Procedure  to  be  followed  by  manu¬ 
facturers  for  certification  of  fabrics. 
Manufacturers  desiring  to  have  any  of 
the  above  approved  fabrics  certified  for 
use  in  making  Post  Office  uniforms 
should  submit  to  the  Post  Office  Uniform 
Quality  Control  Office,  U.S.  Army  Natick 
Laboratories,  Natick,  Mass.,  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

1.  Fabric  of  the  indicated  weight  and 
fiber  construction  in  standard  color  Post 
Office  Blue  5000. 

2.  A  laboratory  report  giving  full  in¬ 
formation  on  the  following : 

(a)  Fabric  construction. 

(b)  Finished  width. 

(c)  Weight. 

(d)  Fiber  composition. 
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(e)  Strength. 

(f)  Color  fastness. 

Until  January  1,  1967,  Post  Office  em¬ 
ployees  may  continue  to  purchase  and  be 
reimbursed  for  garments  which  conform 
to  fabric  specifications  in  effect  prior  to 
the  above  date.  These  garments  may 
continue  to  be  worn  until  no  longer 
serviceable. 

(R.S.  161,  as  amended;  38  St&t.  1084,  as 
amended,  68  Stat.  1114,  as  amended;  5  UB.C. 
22,  2131-2133,  31  U.S.C.  686,  39  UJS.C.  501, 
3116) 

Harvey  H.  Hannah, 
Acting  General  Counsel. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-7814;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Geological  Survey 

[Idaho  20] 

IDAHO 

Phosphate  and  Nonphosphate  Land 
Classification  Order 

Correction 

In  the  correction  of  FR.  Doc.  65-5391, 
which  appeared  at  page  8281  of  the  issue 
for  Tuesday,  June  29,  1965,  the  matter 
reading  “  ‘T.  44  N.,  R.  44  E.’  ”  should  read 
“  ‘T.  4  N.,  R.  44  E.’ 


Bureau  of  Mines 

[Bureau  of  Mines  Manual — Helium 
Activity  Instructions] 

HELIUM  ACTIVITY 
Redelegation  of  Authority 

The  following  redelegation  is  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines  Manual  and 
the  numbering  system  is  that  of  the 
Manual. 

Part  215— Bureau  of  Mines  Delegations 

215.4.1  Delegation  of  authority — He¬ 
lium  Act — A.  Redelegation  of  authority 
to  execute  contracts  for  sale  of  helium. 
The  General  Manager,  Helium  Opera¬ 
tions,  and  the  Chief,  Division  of  Admin¬ 
istration,  Helium  Operations,  are  au¬ 
thorized  to  approve  contracts  for  the  sale 
of  helium  in  accordance  with  regulations 
promulgated  by  the  Secretary. 

B.  Redelegation  of  authority  to  ad¬ 
minister  pipeline  rights-of-way  and 
Easements.  In  accordance  with  215  BM 
4.1,  the  General  Manager,  Helium  Op¬ 
erations,  is  authorized  to  approve  agree¬ 
ments  with  Federal,  State,  county,  or 
private  agencies  to  relocate  or  alter  the 
path  of  the  helium  conservation  pipelines 
within  existing  rights-of-way  and  ease¬ 
ments  as  required  to  accommodate  road 
or  railway  changes,  creek  or  river  cross¬ 
ings,  other  pipelines,  or  for  other  reasons 


necessary  for  the  protection  and  safety 
of  existing  helium  pipelines. 

This  authority  may  not  be  redelegated. 

215.4.2  Limitation.  The  authority 
delegated  herein  does  not  empower  the 
General  Manager,  Helium  Operations,  to 
acquire  or  dispose  of  any  interests  in  real 
property. 

Joe  H.  Cooley, 

Acting  Assistant  Director — Helium. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-7812;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

DIRECTOR,  GEOLOGICAL  SURVEY 

Delegation  of  Authority 

This  delegation  of  authority  restates 
the  delegation  made  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  the  Director  of  Geological 
Survey  on  February  26,  1965  (amended 
Mar.  10,  1965)  and  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (30  FR.  2877  and 
3461).  This  delegation  1s  part  of  the 
Departmental  Manual  and  the  number¬ 
ing  system  is  that  of  the  manual. 

Part  220 — Geological  Survey 

CHAPTER  3 — OFFICE  OF  MINERALS 
EXPLORATION 

220.3.1  Except  as  provided  in  200  DM 
1.1,  .4  and  .5,  and  220  DM  3.2,  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Geological  Survey,  is  authorized,  to 
exercise  the  authority  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  under  the  act  of  August  21, 
1958  (30  U.S.C.  641-643),  pursuant  to 
regulations  issued  pursuant  to  the  act 
of  August  21,  1958. 

.2  The  delegation  of  authority  pro¬ 
vided  in  220  DM  3.1  does  not  authorize 
the  Director  to  make  reports  and  recom¬ 
mendations  to  Congress,  as  provided  in 
section  5  of  the  act  of  August  21, 1958. 

.3  Except  as  provided  in  200  DM  1.1, 
.4  and  .5,  220  DM  3.4,  and  in  redelega¬ 
tions,  which  the  Secretary  may  make  or 
has  continued,  to  agencies  outside  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior,  all  functions 
and  powers  which  are  or  may  be  vested 
in  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  by  dele¬ 
gations  or  redelegations  issued  pursuant 
to  the  Defense  Production  Act  of  1950, 
as  amended,  or  issued  pursuant  to  any 
other  law  by  virtue  of  authority  dele¬ 
gated  to  him  under  the  Defense  Produc¬ 
tion  Act  of  1950,  as  amended,  may  be 
performed  and  exercised,  insofar  as  the 
function  and  powers  relate  to  domestic 
exploration  for  metals  and  minerals,  by 
the  Director. 

.4  The  delegation  made  in  220  DM  3.3 
is  subject  to  the  following  limitations: 

A.  The  Director  is  not  authorized  to 
redelegate  any  power  or  function  to  any 
person  other  than  an  officer  or  employee 
of  the  Geological  Survey. 

B.  Existing  arrangements  for  Depart¬ 
mental  representation  on  interagency 
and  interdepartmental  committees  and 
boards  dealing  with  defense  functions 
are  hereby  confirmed,  but  the  function  of 


* 
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specifying  the  arrangements  for  such 
representation  as  may  be  necessary  is  re¬ 
served  to  the  Secretary. 

C.  The  function  of  establishing  poli¬ 
cies  pertaining  to  defense  matters  in¬ 
volving  two  or  more  defense  areas  is 
reserved  to  the  Secretary. 

.5  The  Director  may  redelegate  the 
authority  granted  in  220  DM  3. 

Stewart  L.  Udall, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

July  16,  1965. 

[PR.  Doc.  65-7796:  Plied,  July  23.  1965; 

8:46  a.m.| 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

(Dept.  Clrc.  670, 1965  Rev.  Supp.  No.  4] 


Arkansas 

Original  name  of  stockyard,  location,  and  Current  name  of  stockyard  and  date  of 

date  of  posting  change  in  name 

Farmers  &  Producers  Auction  Co.,  Pocahontas,  Farmers  and  Stockholders  Commission  Co., 
Feb.  20, 1959.  Inc.,  Mar.  5, 1965. 

Morrllton  Livestock  Auction,  Morrllton,  Sept.  Roy  R.  Chaney’s  Auction  Sale,  Inc.,  May 
30,  1959,  10,  1965. 

Georgia 

Thomson  Stockyards,  Inc.,  Thomson,  June  2,  Thomson  Stockyard,  Apr.  26, 1965. 

1959. 

Kansas 

Hays  Livestock  Commission  Co.,  Hays,  Apr.  20,  Hays  Livestock  Commission  Co.,  Inc.,  Apr. 

1950.  8, 1965. 

Kinsley  Livestock  Commission  Co.,  Kinsley,  Kinsley  Livestock  Sales  Co.,  Aug.  3,  1964. 
June  9, 1959. 

Michigan 

Hanchett  Livestock  Yards,  Inc.,  Leslie,  Apr.  9,  Rives  Livestock  Auction,  Inc.,  Jackson,  May 
1962.  12,  1965. 

Missouri 

Chllllcothe  Livestock  Auction,  Inc.,  Chllllcothe,  Chillicothe  Livestock  Auction  Co.,  Apr.  10, 
July  24. 1957.  1965. 

New  York 


Apulia  Livestock  Market,  Inc.,  Apulia,  Aug.  28,  Central  Livestock,  Mar.  1, 1965. 

1961. 

South  Carolina 

Yemassee  Stockyards,  Inc.,  Yemassee,  July  5,  Herndon  Stockyard,  Inc.,  Nov.  1, 1964. 

1961. 

Tennessee 

Paris  Live  Stock  Commission  Co.,  Paris,  May  26,  Paris  Livestock  Commission  Co.,  June  16, 
1959.  1965. 

Texas 

Meridian  Livestock  Commission  Co.,  Inc.,  Meridian  Livestock  Auction,  May  11,  1965. 
Meridian,  July  11, 1960. 

R.  L.  (Bob)  George  Cattle  Motel  and  Livestock  L.  O.  Bakin  Livestock  Auction  Co.,  Apr.  1, 
Auction,  Shamrock,  June  6, 1963.  1965. 

Wyoming 

Gillette  Livestock  Exchange,  Inc.,  Gillette,  Gillette  Livestock  Auction,  May  10,  1965. 
May  18,  1951. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  20th  day  of  July  1965. 

K.  A.  Potter, 

Acting  Chief,  Rates  and  Registrations  Branch,  Packers  and 
Stockyards  Division,  Consumer  and  Marketing  Service. 
]F.R.  Doc.  65-7803;  Filed,  July  23,  1965;  8:47  a  m  ] 


SPRINGFIELD  INSURANCE  CO. 

Termination  of  the  Authority  To  Qual¬ 
ify  as  Surety  on  Federal  Bonds 

July  20, 1965. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Cer¬ 
tificate  of  Authority  issued  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  to  the  Springfield 
Insurance  Co.,  Springfield,  Mass.,  under 
the  provisions  6f  the  act  of  Congress  ap¬ 
proved  July  30,  1947  (6  U.S.C.  6-13) ,  to 
qualify  as  sole  surety  on  recognizances, 
stipulations,  bonds,  and  undertakings 
permitted  or  required  by  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  is  hereby  terminated  due 
to  an  Agreement  of  Merger,  effective 
May  31,  1965,  whereby  Springfield  Insur¬ 
ance  Co.  merged  with  Monarch  Life  In¬ 
surance  Co.,  the  surviving  corporation. 

Bond-approving  officers  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  should  in  instances  where  such 
action  is  necessary,  secure  new  bonds 
with  acceptable  sureties  in  lieu  of  bonds 
executed  by  the  Springfield  Insurance 
Company. 

I  seal]  John  K.  Carlock, 

Fiscal  Assistant  Secretary. 

]FR.  Doc.  65-7816;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 

8:48  a.m.| 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Consumer  and  Marketing  Service 

FARMERS  &  PRODUCERS  AUCTION 
CO.  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Changes  in  Names  of  Posted 
Stockyards 

It  has  been  ascertained,  and  notice  is 
hereby  given,  that  the  names  of  the  live¬ 
stock  markets  referred  to  herein,  which 
were  posted  on  the  respective  dates  spec¬ 
ified  below  as  being  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Packers  and  Stockyards 
Act,  1921,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  181  et 
seq.),  have  been  changed  as  indicated 
below. 


Office  of  the  Secretary 
IDAHO 

Designation  of  Area  for  Emergency 
Loans 

For  the  purpose  of  making  emer¬ 
gency  loans  pursuant  to  section  321  of  the 
Consolidated  Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion  Act  of  1961  (7  U.S.C  1961),  it  has 
been  determined  that  in  the  hereinafter- 
named  county  in  the  State  of  Idaho  a 
natural  disaster  has  caused  a  need  for 
agricultural  credit  not  readily  available 
from  commercial  banks,  cooperative 
lending  agencies,  or  other  responsible 
sources. 

Idaho 

Caribou 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  set  forth 
above,  emergency  loans  will  not  be  made 
in  the  above-named  county  after  June  30, 
1966,  except  to  applicants  who  previously 
received  emergency  or  special  livestock 
loan  assistance  and  who  can  qualify  un¬ 
der  established  policies  and  procedures. 


Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  21st 
day  of  July  1965. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 
Secretary. 

{F.R.  Doc.  65-7834;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 
8:49  a.m.] 


TEXAS 

Designation  of  Areas  for  Emergency 
Loans 

For  the  purpose  of  making  emergency 
loans  pursuant  to  section  321  of  the  Con¬ 
solidated  Farmers  Home  Administration 
Act  of  1961  (7  U.S.C.  1961),  it  has  been 
determined  that  in  the  hereinafter- 
named  counties  in  the  State  of  Texas 
natural  disasters  have  caused  a  need  for 
agricultural  credit  not  readily  available 
from  commercial  banks,  cooperative 
lending  agencies,  or  other  responsible 
sources. 

Texas 

Bee.  Goliad. 

Cameron.  Robertson. 

Gaines.  Terry. 

Glasscock. 
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NOTICES  I3CH3 


Pursuant  to  the  authority  set  forth 
above,  emergency  loans  will  not  be  made 
in  the  above-named  counties  after  June 
30,  1966,  except  to  applicants  who  pre¬ 
viously  received  emergency  or  special 
livestock  loan  assistance  and  who  can 
qualify  under  established  policies  and 
procedures. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  21st 
day  of  July  1965. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-7835;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 

8:49  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  International  Commerce 

[File  22-60] 

JOHANNES  LODEWIJKX  IMPORT- 
EXPORT 

Notice  of  Termination  of  Related 
Party  Status 

In  the  matter  of  Johannes  Lodewijkx, 
doing  business  as  Johannes  Lodewijkx 
Import-Export,  and  also  known  as  Hans 
Lodewijkx,  John  Louis,  and  John  Lewis, 
Boezemsingel  181C,  Rotterdam  1,  Neth¬ 
erlands;  File  22-60. 

By  notice  dated  May  12,  1964  (29  F.R. 
6961,  May  27,  1964),  notice  was  given 
that  a  determination  had  been  made  by 
the  Office  of  Export  Control  that  the 
above-named  individual  was  a  related 
party  to  Pierre  Emile  Marie  Contresty 
(also  known  as  Pierre  Ernest  Contresty 
and  Pierre  Scott) ,  against  whom  an  order 
denying  export  privileges  had  been  en¬ 
tered  on  January  16,  1964. 

Evidence  now  before  the  Office  of  Ex¬ 
port  Control  shows  that  the  above- 
named  Johannes  Lodewijkx  has  severed 
all  connections  with  said  Pierre  Emile 
Marie  Contresty  and  that  the  basis  on 
which  the  related  party  determination 
was  made  no  longer  exists. 

Accordingly,  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  the  status  of  Johannes  Lodewijkx  as 
a  related  party  to  said  Contresty  is  here¬ 
by  terminated. 

Dated:  July  19, 1965. 

Rader  H.  Meyer, 
Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Export  Control. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-7786;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 

8:46  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Office  of  Education 

APPLICATIONS  FOR  FEDERAL  FINAN¬ 
CIAL  ASSISTANCE  IN  CONSTRUC¬ 
TION  OF  NONCOMMERCIAL  EDU¬ 
CATIONAL  TELEVISION  BROAD- 


scribed  applications,  for  Federal  finan¬ 
cial  assistance  in  the  construction  of  non¬ 
commercial  educational  television  broad¬ 
cast  facilities  are  accepted  for  filing  in 
accordance  with  45  CFR,  §  60.7: 

Nebraska  Educational  Television  Com¬ 
mission,  12th  and  R  Streets,  Lincoln, 
Nebr.,  File  No.  105,  for  the  establishment 
of  a  new  noncommercial  educational 
television  station  on  channel  13,  Alliance, 
Nebr. 

University  of  North  Carolina,  Con¬ 
solidated  Office,  Chapel  Hill,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  File  No.  106,  for  the  establishment 
of  a  new  noncommercial  educational 
television  station  on  channel  18,  Lin- 
ville,  N.C. 

Hampton  Roads  Educational  Television 
Association,  402  East  Charlotte  Street, 
Norfolk,  Va.,  File  No.  107,  to  expand  the 
operation  of  the  noncommercial  educa¬ 
tional  television  station  on  channel  15, 
Norfolk,  Va. 

Northeastern  Pennsylvania  Educational 
Television  Association,  81-83  North 
Washington  Street,  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa., 
File  No.  108,  for  the  establishment  of  a 
new  noncommercial  educational  televi¬ 
sion  station  on  channel  64,  Scranton,  Pa 
Clover  Park  School  District  No.  400, 
5214  Steilacoom  Boulevard,  SW.,  Lake- 
wood  Center,  Wash.,  File  No.  58,  to 
amend  its  application,  to  include  transla¬ 
tors  and  boosters,  for  the  improvement  of 
the  operation  of  the  noncommercial  edu¬ 
cational  television  broadcasting  station 
operating  on  channel  56,  Lakewood  Cen¬ 
ter,  Wash. 

Any  interested  person  may,  pursuant 
to  45  CFR,  section  60.8,  within  30  calen¬ 
dar  days  from  the  date  of  this  publica¬ 
tion,  file  comments  regarding  the  above 
applications  (within  10  calendar  days 
from  such  publication  regarding  the 
above  application  amendment)  with  the 
Director,  Educational  Television  Facili¬ 
ties  Program,  U.S.  Office  of  Education, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20202. 

(76  Stat.  64,  47  TJ.S.C.  390) 

Raymond  J.  Stanley, 
Director,  Educational  Television 
Facilities  Program,  U.S.  Office 
of  Education. 

[Fit.  Doc.  65-7818;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 

8:49  a.m.] 


DELAWARE  RIVER  BASIN 
COMMISSION 

COMPREHENSIVE  PLAN 
Notice  of  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Dela¬ 
ware  River  Basin  Commission  will  hold 
a  public  hearing  on  Wednesday,  July  28. 
1965.  The  hearing  will  be  on  the  pro¬ 
posal  to  amend  the  Comprehensive  Plan 
by  the  addition  thereto  of  the  nine  water 
resources  projects  described  below: 

1.  North  Oreland,  Pa.:  A  proposal  by 
the  Upper  Dublin  Township  Authority, 


Wissahickon  Creek,  after  secondary 
treatment. 

2.  Bucks  County,  Pa.:  A  proposal  by 
the  Lower  Bucks  County  Joint  Municipal 
Authority  to  enlarge  an  existing  sewage 
treatment  plant  sufficiently,  to  serve 
75,000  persons.  Located  in  Bristol 
Township,  sewage  effluent  from  the  plant 
will  discharge  directly  to  the  Delaware 
River  after  secondary  treatment. 

3.  Mount  Holly,  N.J.:  A  proposal  by 
the  Mt.  Holly  Water  Company  to  with¬ 
draw  2  million  gallons  a  day  from  a  well 
to  be  located  in  the  Township  of  West- 
amp  ton,  Burlington  County.  Water 
would  be  used  to  augment  public  water 
supplies  in  the  Townships  of  Mt.  Holly, 
Lumberton,  Hainesport,  Eastampton, 
and  Westampton. 

4.  East  Goshen  Township,  Pa.:  A  pro¬ 
posal  by  the  Great  Valley  Water  Co.  to 
construct  a  well  to  augment  public  water 
supply  in  the  company’s  service  area  of 
East  Goshen  Township,  Chester  County. 
The  well  is  expected  to  yield  150  gallons 
per  minute. 

5.  Borough  of  Bellmawr,  NJt.:  A  pro¬ 
posal  by  the  Borough  of  Bellmawr,  Cam¬ 
den  County,  to  construct  a  well  to  be 
used  for  public  water  supply  purposes 
within  the  Borough.  The  well  would  ex¬ 
tend  400  feet  deep  and  is  expected  to 
yield  1  million  gallons  daily. 

6.  Warrington  Township,  Pa.:  A  pro¬ 
posal  by  the  Palomino  Water  Co.  to  con¬ 
struct  a  new  well  to  augment  public 
water  supplies  in  Warrington  Township, 
Bucks  County.  The  well  is  expected  to 
yield  150  gallons  per  minute. 

7.  Borough  of  Chalfont,  Pa.:  A  pro¬ 
posal  by  the  Borough  of  Chalfont  to  con¬ 
struct  an  additional  well  to  augment 
public  water  supplies  in  Chalfont 
Borough,  Bucks  County.  The  well 
would  be  located  in  New  Britain  Town¬ 
ship  and  is  expected  to  yield  approxi¬ 
mately  390  gallons  per  minute. 

8.  Martins  Creek  Fishing  Impound¬ 
ment:  A  proposal  by  the  Pennsylvania 
Fish  Commission  to  construct  a  760  acre- 
foot  impoundment  on  the  headwaters  of 
the  East  Fork  of  Martins  Creek,  North¬ 
ampton  County.  The  impoundment  will 
be  used  for  public  fishing  and  recreation. 

9.  City  of  Bethlehem  Emergency 
Supply:  A  proposal  by  the  City  of  Beth¬ 
lehem,  Pa.,  to  develop  emergency  water 
supply  from  the  following  sources: 
Dotter’s  Creek,  Blue  Mountain  Tunnel, 
Illicks  Mill  Wells,  Municipal  Golf  Course 
Well  and  Sewage  Treatment  Plant  Well. 
The  City  expects  to  obtain  6.75  mgd  from 
these  sources. 

The  hearing  will  take  place  in  Room 
1306  of  the  Pennsylvania  State  Office 
Building,  Broad  and  Spring  Garden 
Streets,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  beginning  at 
2  p.m. 

All  persons  or  organizations  desiring 
to  testify  at  the  public  hearing  are  re¬ 
quested  to  register  in  advance  with  the 
Secretary  to  the  Commission,  Telephone: 
609-883-9500. 

Immediately  following  the  hearing  the 
Commission  will  hold  a  meeting  for  the 
transaction  of  regular  business. 


CAST  FACILITIES 

Notice  of  Acceptance  for  Filing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  effective 
with  this  publication  the  following  de- 


Montgomery  County,  to  construct  sewers 
and  a  sewage  treatment  plant  to  serve 
3,300  persons  in  the  area  of  the  North 
Oreland  Sewer  District.  Effluent  would 
discharge  to  Sandy  Run,  a  tributary  of 


W.  Brinton  Whit  all, 
Secretary. 

July  16, 1965.  , 

[Fit.  Doc.  65-7794;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 
8:46  a.m.] 
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FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  16941;  FCC  66M-948] 

j.  BOTTI  ENTERPRISES 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  J.  Botti,  d/b  as  J. 
Botti  Enterprises,  Redwood  City,  Calif., 
Docket  No.  15941;  order  to  show  cause 
why  the  license  for  the  business  radio  sta¬ 
tion  KEQ-728  should  not  be  revoked: 

It  is  ordered,  This  20th  day  of  July 
1965,  that  Sol  Schlldhause  shall  serve  as 
Presiding  Officer  In  the  above-entitled 
proceeding;  and  that  the  hearing  therein 
shall  be  convened  In  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  at  10  ajn.,  October  12, 1965. 

Released:  July  21, 1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-7822;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 
8:49  a.m.] 


(Docket  Nos.  16109-16115;  FCC  65-630] 

CAPITAL  BROADCASTING  COMPANY 
OF  NEVADA  (KPTL)  ET  AL. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 

Designating  Applications  for  Con¬ 
solidated  Hearing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  applications  of  Capital  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.  of  Nevada  (KPTL),  Carson 
City,  Nev.,  Docket  No.  16109,  File  No. 
BP-15358.  Has:  1300  kc.,  500  w..  5  kw.- 
LS,  DA-N,  U,  Class  m.  Requests:  780 
kc..  10  kw..  DA-1,  U,  Class  II-A;  Circle 
L,  Inc.,  Reno,  Nev.,  Docket  No.  16110,  File 
No.  BP-15413,  Requests:  780  kc.,  50  kw., 
DA-N,  U,  Class  II-A;  Southwestern 
Broadcasting  Co.  (KORK),  Las  Vegas, 
Nev.,  Docket  No.  16111,  File  No.  BP- 
15441,  Has:  1340  kc..  250  w.,  U,  Class  IV, 
Requests;  780  kc.,  50  kw.,  DA-N,  U,  Class 
II-A;  The  Benay  Corp.  (KTEE),  Idaho 
Falls,  Idaho,  Docket  No.  16112,  File  No. 
BP-16216,  Has:  1260  kc.,  5  kw..  Day, 
Class  HI,  Requests:  720  kc.,  10  kw.,  50 
kw-LS,  DA-2.  U,  Class  H-A;  780,  Inc., 
Las  Vegas,  Nev.,  Docket  No.  16113,  File 
No.  BP-16273,  Requests:  780  kc.,  50  kw.. 
DA-N.  U,  Class  H-A;  Meyer  (Mike) 
Gold  (KLUC),  Las  Vegas,  Nev.,  Docket 
No.  16114,  File  No.  BP-16401,  Has:  1050 
kc.,  500  w..  Day,  Class  n.  Requests:  720 
kc.,  10  kw..  DA-N,  U.  Class  H-A;  Albert 
John  Williams  and  Jack  M.  Reeder, 
doing  business  as  Radio  Nevada,  Las 
Vegas,  Nev.,  Docket  No.  16115,  File  No. 
BP-16524,  Requests:  720  kc.,  10  kw.,  DA- 
N,  U,  Class  H-A;  for  construction  per¬ 
mits. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  (a)  the  above-captioned 
and  described  applications;  (b)  petitions 
filed  by  Columbia  Broadcasting  System, 
Inc.  (“CBS”) ,  licensee  of  Station  WBBM, 
Chicago,  Ill.,  against  the  Capital,  Circle 
L,  Southwestern,  and  780,  Inc.,  applica¬ 
tions;  (c)  a  “Petition  to  Withhold  Ac¬ 
tion,”  filed  by  WON,  Inc.,  licensee  of  Sta¬ 
tion  WGN,  Chicago,  Ill.,  against  the  Be¬ 


nay  and  Radio  Nevada  applications;  and 
(d)  related  pleadings  and  affidavits. 

2.  The  four  780  kc.  proposals  involve 
mutually  destructive  Interference.  They 
are  also  mutually  exclusive  by  virtue  of 
§  73.22(a)  of  the  Commission’s  rules, 
which  provides  for  the  assignment  of 
only  one  Class  H-A  station  on  780  kc.  in 
Nevada.  The  two  Las  Vegas,  Nev.,  720 
kc.  proposals  also  involve  destructive  in¬ 
terference  to  each  other,  but  do  not  in¬ 
volve  any  electrical  conflict  with  the 
Idaho  Falls,  Idaho,  proposal.  All  three 
720  kc.  proposals  are  nonetheless  mu¬ 
tually  exclusive  since,  under  373.22(a), 
only  one  Class  H-A  Nevada  or  Idaho  sta¬ 
tion  may  be  assigned  to  720  kc.  We  are 
designating  all  seven  applications  for 
hearing  in  one  consolidated  proceeding 
because  the  two  720  kc.  Las  Vegas  pro¬ 
posals  are,  by  virtue  of  S  73.22(b)  of  the 
rules  (“[mlinimum  service  to  white 
areas”) ,  mutually  exclusive  with  the  two 
780  kc.  Las  Vegas  proposals. 

3.  In  its  petitions  opposing  the  Capi¬ 
tal,  Circle  L,  and  Southwestern  applica¬ 
tions,  CBS  contends  inter  alia,  that  the 
Commission’s  rules  in  effect  when  the 
WBBM  license  was  issued  specifically 
prohibited  the  assignment  of  another 
unlimited-time  station  to  780  kc., 
WBBM’s  frequency;  (2)  that  that  pro¬ 
hibition  was  incorporated  into  the  terms 
of  the  WBBM  license;  (3)  that  any 
change  in  that  provision  of  the  rules 
would  constitute  a  modification  of  the 
WBBM  license;  (4)  that  section  316  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  provides  that  no  broadcast  li¬ 
cense  may  be  modified  unless  the  licensee 
is  given  at  least  30  days  notice  of  a 
hearing  regarding  the  proposed  modi¬ 
fication,  at  which  hearing  the  burden  of 
coming  forward  and  the  burden  of  proof 
would  be  on  the  Commission;  (5)  that 
since  CBS  never  received  such  notifica¬ 
tion,  the  rules  change  permitting  the  as¬ 
signment  of  a  Class  H-A,  unlimited-time, 
780  kc.  broadcast  station  in  Nevada1 
never  became  final  and  is  without  force 
and  efTect. 

4.  For  the  following  reasons,  sub¬ 
stantially  identical  to  those  set  forth  by 
the  UB.  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  in  its  decision  In  Good¬ 
will  Stations,  Inc.  v.  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission,1  the  foregoing  CBS 
contention  must  be  rejected:  The  license 
of  Station  WBBM  expired  on  December 
1,  1961.  Although  the  CBS-challenged 
rules  amendments  became  effective  Oc¬ 
tober  30,  1961,  the  Commission’s  order 
for  the  amendments  provided  that  action 
on  amendments  for  the  new  stations 
(including  a  Class  H-A,  unlimited  time, 
780  kc.  station  in  Nevada)  would  not  be 
taken  until  some  time  after  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  WBBM’s  then-current  license. 
The  operation  of  WBBM  was  not  subject 
to  any  interference  or  other  difference 
during  the  life  of  that  station’s  license 
prior  to  its  renewal.  The  practical  effect, 
and  legal  result,  is  that  there  was  no 
modification  prior  to  the  expiration  of 
the  WBBM  license.  That  license  re¬ 
mained  with  its  original  integrity  for 
the  full  term  of  its  existence.  Nor  was 


1  See  i  73.22(a)  of  the  rules. 

*  325  F.  2d  637,  at  641  (1963) . 


there  any  modification  of  the  WBBM  li¬ 
cense  after  its  renewal  since  the  renewed 
license  incorporated  the  terms  of  the  new 
amendments. 

5.  With  respect  to  the  Capital  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.  of  Nevada  application:  CBS 
contends  that  the  proposal  does  not  meet 
the  requirements  of  3373.22(b)  and 
73.24(1)  (formerly  55  3.22(b)  and  3.24 
(i))  of  the  rules  because  neither  the 
white  area  nor  the  population  which 
would  receive  their  first  nighttime  inter¬ 
ference-free  service  from  the  proposal 
would  constitute  at  least  25  percent  of 
the  area  or  population  to  receive  night¬ 
time  interference-free  primary  service 
from  the  proposal.  The  Commission 
finds,  however,  on  the  basis  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  in  the  record,  that  CBS  is  clearly 
incorrect  with  respect  to  area,  and, 
therefore,  that  no  substantial  question 
exists  as  to  the  proposal’s  conformity 
with  the  requirements  of  85  73.22(b)  and 
73.24(1)  of  the  rules. 

6.  With  respect  to  the  Circle  L,  Inc., 
application:  A  study,  by  the  Commission, 
of  the  engineering  data  submitted  by  the 
applicant  indicates  that  Circle  L  proposes 
to  operate  with  50  kw.  and  to  suppress 
the  radiation  nighttime  towards  the  co¬ 
channel  Class  I-A  facility  WBBM, 
Chicago,  HI.  to  a  value  of  51.6  mv/m 
(MEOV  54  mv/m)  by  utilizing  a  3 -ele¬ 
ment  directional  antenna  system  gener¬ 
ating  a  cardiod-shaped  pattern;  that, 
on  the  basis  of  the  proposed  MEOV,  the 
0.025  mv/m  10  percent  contour  is  sepa¬ 
rated  from  the  WBBM  0.5  mv/m  50  per¬ 
cent  skywave  contour  nighttime  by  less 
than  30  miles;  that  the  applicant’s  site 
photographs  and  topographical  maps 
show  that  substantial  terrain  irregulari¬ 
ties  exist  in  the  vicinity  of  the  proposed 
directional  antenna  site;  that  a  change 
of  only  1  percent  in  the  relative  current 
of  the  center  tower  would  cause  the  pro¬ 
posed  MEOV  to  be  exceeded  to  such  an 
extent  that  interference  would  be  caused 
to  WBBM;  and  that  the  proposed  direc¬ 
tional  antenna  system  is  characterized  by 
high  angle  radiation  lobes  (over  200  mv/ 
m)  in  pertinent  directions  towards  the 
secondary  service  area  of  WBBM.  The 
applicant  has  submitted  no  evidence 
in  the  form  of  a  site  survey  which  would 
permit  a  determination  that  signal  scat¬ 
ter  and  reradiation  due  to  terrain  ir¬ 
regularities  would  not  preclude  satisfac¬ 
tory  adjustment  and  maintenance  of  the 
proposed  array.  In  its  petition  against 
the  Circle  L  application,  CBS  contends 
that  the  proposed  operation  would  cause 
extensive  interference  within  the  second¬ 
ary  service  area  of  WBBM.  In  view  of 
the  foregoing,  we  find  that  a  substantial 
question  exists  as  to  whether  the  pro¬ 
posed  directional  antenna  system  can  be 
adjusted  or  maintained  in  a  manner 
which  would  afford  adequate  protection 
to  WBBM.  An  issue  regarding  that  will 
be  included  in  the  order,  and  CBS, 
WBBM’s  licensee,  will  be  made  a  party  to 
the  proceeding. 

7.  With  respect  to  the  Southwestern 
Broadcasting  Co.  (KORK)  application: 

(a)  The  applicant  proposed  to  operate 
with  50  kilowatts  of  power  utilizing  a 
three-element  directional  antenna  sys¬ 
tem  (DA-N)  to  suppress  the  radiation 
over  a  relatively  wide  angle  towards  the 
dominant  780  kc.  station  (WBBM  Chi- 
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cago,  HI.).  In  its  petition  in  opposition 
to  the  Southwestern  application,  CBS 
contends  that  the  directional  antenna 
array  proposed  by  the  applicant,  operat¬ 
ing  with  current  ratios  and  phases  main¬ 
tained  within  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  would  create  inter¬ 
ference  to  the  0.5  mv/m-50  percent 
secondary  service  area,  in  violation  of 
§§  73.22(d)  and  73.182  (formerly  $  §3.22 
(d)  and  3.182)  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 
Study  of  the  proposal  indicates  (1)  that 
the  applicant’s  proposed  directional  an¬ 
tenna  system  is  designed  to  produce  cal¬ 
culated  zero  values  of  radiation  in  per¬ 
tinent  directions  towards  the  nighttime 
secondary  service  area  of  WBBM  and 
incorporates  an  MEOV  of  radiation  of 
31  mv/m  directly  towards  that  station; 
(2)  that  the  applicant’s  site  photographs 
show  that  the  terrain  in  the  vicinity  of 
the  proposed  site  is  extremely  rugged  and, 
in  addition,  that  high  voltage  power  lines 
are  located  on  adjoining  property;  (3) 
that  on  the  basis  of  the  radiation  sup¬ 
pressed  to  31  mv/m  (MEOV),  the  pro¬ 
posed  0.025  mv/m- 10  percent  contour 
would  be  located  within  approximately 
60  miles  of  the  WBBM  0.5  mv/m-50  per¬ 
cent  secondary  service  area;  and  (4)  that 
the  applicant  has  submitted  no  informa¬ 
tion  in  the  form  of  a  site  survey  which 
would  permit  a  determination  that  signal 
scatter  and  reradiation  due  to  terrain  ir¬ 
regularities  and  man-made  objects  would 
permit  adjustment  and  maintenance  of 
the  array  within  the  relatively  low  values 
of  radiation  proposed.  In  view  of  the 
foregoing,  we  find  that  a  substantial 
question  obtains  as  to  whether  the  array 
can  in  fact  be  adjusted  and  maintained 
as  proposed  and  whether  adequate  pro¬ 
tection  will  be  afforded  Station  WBBM. 

(b)  Although  it  is  proposed  that  the 
power  of  Station  KORK  be  increased 
from  250  w.  to  50  kw.,  the  applicant  pro¬ 
poses  no  change  in  the  station’s  pro¬ 
graming.  This  matter  is  dealt  with  in 
clause  (c)  of  Issue  No.  8  (standard  com¬ 
parative  issue.) 

8.  WGN,  Inc.,  licensee  of  Class  I-A 
Station  WGN,  Chicago,  Ill.,  objects  to 
both  the  Benay  and  Radio  Nevada  ap¬ 
plications  on  the  ground  that  a  grant  of 
either  one  would  preclude  a  later  “super¬ 
power”  increase  for  WGN.  In  effect, 
WGN,  Inc.,  requests  the  Commission  to 
reconsider  its  1961  Clear  Channel  Deci¬ 
sion  (Docket  No.  6741,  21  RJt.  1801)  for 
the  second  time.  WGN,  Inc.,  offers  no 
new  arguments,  however,  that  would 
justify  a  further  “withholding  of  action” 
on  this  aspect  of  the  1961  decision.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  WGN,  Inc.,  petition  will  be 
denied. 

9.  With  respect  to  the  Radio  Nevada 
application,  information  submitted  by 
the  applicant  indicates  that  its  proposal 
would  involve  mutual  adjacent  chan¬ 
nel  interference,  10  kc.  removed,  with 
KMPC,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  which  would 
cause  KMPC  a  population  loss  of  4799 
persons.  An  issue  will  be  included  con¬ 
cerning  interference  to  Station  KMPC; 
and  Golden  West  Broadcasters,  licensee 
of  KMPC,  will  be  made  a  party  to  the 
proceeding. 

10.  With  respect  to  the  780,  Inc.,  ap¬ 
plication,  the  applicant  proposed  to  op¬ 
erate  with  50  kilowatts  of  power  utilizing 


a  three-element  directional  antenna  sys¬ 
tem  (DA-N)  to  suppress  the  radiation 
over  a  relatively  wide  angle  towards  the 
dominant  station  on  the  780  kc.  channel, 
WBBM,  Chioago,  Ill.  In  its  petition  in 
opposition  to  the  780,  Inc.,  application 
CBS  contends  that  the  directional  an¬ 
tenna  array  proposed  by  the  applicant, 
operating  with  current  ratios  and  phases 
maintained  within  the  limits  permitted 
by  the  Commission’s  rules,  would  create 
interference  within  the  0.5  mv/m-50  per¬ 
cent  secondary  service  area  of  WBBM 
in  violation  of  §S  73.22(d)  and  73.182  of 
the  rules.  A  study  of  the  proposal  indi¬ 
cates  (1)  that  the  applicant’s  proposed 
directional  antenna  system  is  designed 
to  produce  calculated  near-zero  values 
of  radiation  in  pertinent  directions  to¬ 
ward  the  nighttime  secondary  service 
area  of  WBBM,  and  incorporates  an 
MEOV  of  radiation  of  32  mv/m  directly 
toward  that  station;  (2)  that,  on  the 
basis  of  the  radiation  suppressed  to  32 
mv/m  (MEOV),  the  proposed  0.025 
mv/m-10  percent  contour  would  be  lo¬ 
cated  within  approximately  75  miles  of 
the  WBBM  0.5  mv/m-50  percent  second¬ 
ary  service  area;  and  that  the  applicant 
has  not  submitted  any  Information  in  the 
form  of  a  site  survey  which  would  per¬ 
mit  a  determination  that  signal  scatter 
and  reradiation  which  might  occur  would 
permit  adjustment  and  maintenance  of 
the  array  within  the  relatively  low  values 
of  radiation  proposed.  In  view  of  the 
foregoing,  we  find  that  a  substantial 
question  exists  as  to  whether  the  array 
can  in  fact  be  adjusted  and  maintained 
as  proposed  and  whether  adequate  pro¬ 
tection  would  be  afforded  WBBM  in  the 
event  of  a  grant  of  the  application. 

UL  With  respect  to  The  Benay  Corp. 
application,  the  proposed  10  kilowatt 
nighttime  directional  radiation  pattern  is 
designed  to  produce  zero  null  in  direc¬ 
tions  toward  the  dominant  station  on  the 
720  kc.  channel,  WGN,  Chicago,  Ill.  On 
the  basis  of  the  relatively  low  proposed 
MEOV’s  of  radiation  (17  mv/m)  in  the 
null  areas  in  pertinent  directions  toward 
WGN,  the  applicant  has  indicated  that 
the  proposed  0.025  mv/m-10  percent  sky- 
waive  contour  would  be  located  within 
approximately  15  miles  of  the  WGN  0.5 
mv/m-50  percent  secondary  service  area. 
In  view  of  these  considerations  and  since 
no  studies  or  information  have  been  sub¬ 
mitted  to  indicate  the  expected  initial 
adjustment  values  of  radiation,  as  well 
as  allowable  deviations  in  operating 
parameters,  a  substantial  question  ob¬ 
tains  as  to  whether  the  array  can  be  ad¬ 
justed  and  maintained  as  proposed  and 
whether,  in  fact,  adequate  protection 
would  be  afforded  WGN  in  the  event  of 
a  grant  of  the  application. 

12.  With  respect  to  the  Meyer  (Mike) 
Gold  application,  information  submitted 
by  the  applicant  indicates  that  it  would 
involve  mutual  adjacent  channel  inter¬ 
ference,  10  kc.  removed,  with  KMPC, 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.  An  issue  will  be  in¬ 
cluded  concerning  interference  to  KMPC; 
and  Golden  West  Broadcasters,  licensee 
of  KMPC,  will  be  made  a  party  to  the 
proceeding. 

13.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  unable  to  make  the  statutory 


finding  that  a  grant  of  the  subject  appli¬ 
cations  would  serve  the  public  interest, 
convenience,  and  necessity,  and  is  of  the 
opinion  that  the  applications  must  be 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding  on  the  issues  set, forth  below: 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  309(e)  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  ap¬ 
plications  are  designated  for  hearing  in 
a  consolidated  proceeding,  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  would  receive  primary 
service  from  the  Circle  L,  Inc.;  Radio 
Nevada;  and  780,  Inc.,  proposals,  respec-  - 
tively,  and  the  availability  of  other  pri¬ 
mary  service  to  such  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations. 

2.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  may  be  expected  to  gain  or 
lose  primary  service  from  the  proposed 
operations  of  Stations  KPTL,  KORK 
KTEE,  and  KLUC,  respectively,  and  the 
availability  of  other  primary  service  to 
such  areas  and  populations. 

3.  To  determine  whether  the  proposals 
of  Circle  L,  Southwestern,  and  780,  Inc., 
respectively,  would  cause  objectionable 
interference  to  Station  WBBM,  Chicago, 
HI.,  or  any  other  existing  standard  broad¬ 
cast  stations,  and,  if  so,  the  nature  and 
extent  thereof,  the  areas  and  populations 
affected  thereby,  and  the  availability  of 
other  primary  service  to  such  areas  and 
populations. 

4.  To  determine  whether  the  Radio 
Nevada  proposal  or  the  proposal  of  Meyer 
(Mike)  Gold  would  cause  objectionable 
interference  to  Station  KMPC,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.,  or  any  other  existing 
standard  broadcast  stations,  and,  if  so, 
the  nature  and  extent  thereof,  the  areas 
and  populations  affected  thereby,  and  the 
availability  of  other  primary  service  to 
such  areas  and  populations. 

5.  To  determine  whether  Benay,  Circle 
L,  Southwestern,  and  780,  Inc.,  would  be 
able  to  adjust  and  maintain  their  di¬ 
rectional  antenna  systems  as  proposed  in 
their  respective  applications. 

6.  To  determine  whether  the  Benay 
proposal  would  cause  interference  to  Sta¬ 
tion  WGN,  Chicago,  HI. 

7.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  section 
307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  which  of  the  proposals 
would  best  provide  a  fair,  efficient,  and 
equitable  distribution  of  radio  service. 

8.  To  determine,  in  the  event  it  is  con¬ 
cluded  that  a  choice  between  the  appli¬ 
cations  should  not  be  based  solely  on 
considerations  relating  to  section  307(b), 
which  of  the  operations  proposed  in  the 
above-captioned  applications  would  best 
serve  the  public  interest,  in  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues  and  the  record  made  with 
respect  to  the  significant  differences  be¬ 
tween  the  applicants  as  to: 

(a)  The  background  and  experience  of 
each  having  a  bearing  on  the  applicant's 
ability  to  own  and  operate  its  proposed 
station. 

(b)  The  proposals  of  each  of  the  ap¬ 
plicants  with  respect  to  the  management 
and  operation  of  the  proposed  station. 

(c)  The  programing  service  proposed 
in  each  of  the  said  applications. 
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9.  To  determine.  In  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  which,  if  any,  of  the  appli¬ 
cations  should  be  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Columbia 
Broadcasting  System.  Inc.,  WON,  Inc., 
and  Golden  West  Broadcasters,  licensees 
respectively  of  WBBM,  Chicago.  HI., 
WGN,  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  KMPC,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.,  are  made  parties  to  the 
proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That,  in  the  event 
of  a  grant  of  any  of  the  above-captioned 
applications,  the  construction  permit 
shall  Include  the  following  conditions: 

Painting  and  lighting  of  the  proposed 
antenna  system  shall  be  in  accordance 
with  paragraphs  1,  3,  12,  21,  and  22  of 
PCC  Form  715. 

A  properly  designed  phase  monitor 
shall  be  installed  in  the  transmitter  room 
as  a  means  of  continuously  and  correctly 
indicating  the  amplitude  and  phase  of 
currents  in  the  several  elements  of  the 
directional  antenna  system. 

Field  measuring  equipment  shall  be 
available  at  all  times,  and,  after  com¬ 
mencement  of  operation,  the  field  in¬ 
tensity  at  each  of  the  measuring  points 
shall  be  measured  at  least  once  every 
seven  days  and  an  appropriate  record 
kept  of  all  measurements  so  made. 

A  complete  nondlrectlonal  proof  of 
performance,  in  addition  to  the  required 
proof  on  the  directional  antenna  sys¬ 
tem,  shall  be  submitted  before  program 
tests  are  authorized. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That,  in  the  event 
of  a  grant  of  the  Southwestern  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.  application  or  the  780,  Inc., 
application,  the  construction  permit  shall 
include  the  following  conditions  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  those  specified  above : 

Permittee  shall  notify  the  FAA  when 
equipment  test  commences. 

Before  program  tests  are  authorized, 
permittee  shall  eliminate  any  adverse 
effects  of  excessive  radiation  over  the 
FAA  site  at  Las  Vegas,  Nev. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  peti¬ 
tions  filed  by  Columbia  Broadcasting 
System.  Inc.,  are  granted  to  the  extent 
indicated  above  and  are  denied  in  all 
other  respects,  and  the  petition  filed  by 
WGN,  Inc.,  is  denied. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  and  parties  re¬ 
spondent  herein,  pursuant  to  1 1.221(c) 
or  the  Commission  rules,  in  person  or  by 
attorney,  shall,  within  20  days  of  the 
mailing  of  this  order,  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  triplicate,  a  written  appear¬ 
ance  stating  an  intention  to  appear  on 
the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and  pre¬ 
sent  evidence  on  the  issues  specified  in 
this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  appli- 
herein,  shall  pursuant  to  section 
ioo!a  (2)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
as  amended,  and  S  1.594  of  the 
commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing,  either  individually  or.  if  feasible 
^ Jco^slstent  with  the  rules,  jointly, 
the  tin*e  and  in  the  manner  pre- 
E™! iT}  such  rule,  and  shall  advise  the 
commission  of  the  publication  of  such 

ST  &S  requlred  ^  5  1594(g)  of  the 

.JtJ*  further  ordered.  That,  the  issues 
the  above-captioned  proceeding  may 

enlarged  by  the  Examiner,  on  his  own 
No.  142 - 6 


motion  or  on  petition  properly  filed  by 
a  party  to  the  proceeding,  and  upon 
sufficient  allegations  of  fact  in  support 
thereof,  by  the  addition  of  the  following 
issue:  To  determine  whether  the  funds 
available  to  the  applicant  will  give 
reasonable  assurance  that  the  proposals 
set  forth  in  the  application  will  be 
effectuated. 

Adopted:  July  14,  1965. 

Released:  July  21,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal!  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

I  Fit.  Doc.  65-7828;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 
8:49  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  16070;  FCC  65M-943J 

COMMUNICATIONS  SATELLITE  CORP. 

Order  Scheduling  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  the  matter  of  Communications  Sat¬ 
ellite  Corp.,  Docket  No.  16070;  charges, 
practices,  classifications,  rates  and  regu¬ 
lations  for  and  in  connection  with  the 
leasing  of  voice  grade  and  television 
channels  to  common  carriers  authorized 
by  the  Federal  Communications  Com¬ 
mission,  between  Andover,  Maine,  and 
a  communications-satellite  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  establishment  of  communi¬ 
cation  paths  between  points  in  the 
United  States  and  Europe  for  the  trans¬ 
mission  and  reception  of  voice,  record, 
data,  telephoto,  facsimile,  television,  and 
other  signals. 

The  Examiner  having  under  considera¬ 
tion  the  transcript  of  a  further  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  herein  held  July  16,  1965- 
and 

It  appearing  desirable  to  formalize  the 
rulings  made  at  that  conference: 

It  is  ordered.  This  20th  day  of  July 
1965,  that  the  procedures  established  by 
the  Examiner,  as  set  forth  more  fully 
in  said  transcript,  shall  be  adhered  to  by 
the  parties  to  this  proceeding;  and 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  a  further 
prehearing  conference  be  held  in  the 
Commission’s  offices  in  Washington  D  C 
at  9  a.m.  on  July  28,  1965,  in  order  to 
receive  a  report  concerning  the  proposed 
settlement  of  the  suspended  tariff  items 
and  to  establish  such  further  procedures 
as  may  be  appropriate  herein. 

Released:  July  20,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal!  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJR.  Doc.  65-7824;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 
8:49  am.] 


[Docket  Noe.  16116-16118;  FCC  66-656] 

HUNTINGDON  BROADCASTERS,  INC., 
ET  AL. 

Order  Designating  Applications  for 
Consolidated  Hearing  on  Stated 
Issues 

In  re  applications  of  Huntingdon 
Broadcasters,  Inc.,  Huntingdon,  Pa , 
Docket  No.  16116,  File  No.  BPH-4394 


Requests:  106.3  me;  No.  292;  2.0  kw; 
— 153  ft.;  WDAD,  Inc.,  Indiana,  Pa., 
Docket  No.  16117,  File  No.  BPH-4415 
Requests:  103.1  me;  No.  276;  3  kw;  86 
ft.;  Clearfield  Broadcasters,  Inc.,  Clear¬ 
field,  Pa.,  Docket  No.  16118,  File  No. 
BPH-4416,  Requests:  93.5  me;  No.  228; 
3  kw;  —241  ft.;  for  construction  permits. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  14th  day  of 
July  1965; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  and  de¬ 
scribed  applications: 

It  appearing,  that,  except  as  indicated 
by  the  issues  specified  below,  the  ap¬ 
plicants  are  legally,  technically,  finan¬ 
cially  and  otherwise  qualified  to  construct 
and  operate  as  proposed;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  facts  may  be  considered  with  the 
issues  specified  below: 

(a)  John  H.  Biddle  is  president,  di¬ 
rector  and  20  percent  stockholder  of 
Joseph  F.  Biddle  Publishing  Co.  (the 
remaining  80  percent  of  the  stock  is  held 
by  the  four  sisters  of  John  H.  Biddle). 
Joseph  F.  Biddle  Publishing  Co.  owns 
100  percent  of  the  stock  in  the  appli¬ 
cant,  Huntingdon  Broadcasters,  Inc. 
(BPH-4394).  This  applicant  is  the  li¬ 
censee  of  WHUN,  Huntingdon,  Pa.,  the 
only  aural  broadcast  facility  licensed  to 
the  community.  Joseph  F.  Biddle  Pub¬ 
lishing  Co.  is  publisher  of  the  Hunting  - 
don-Mt.  Union  News,  the  only  daily 
newspaper  of  general  circulation  in  the 
community.  This  newspaper  describes 
Station  WHUN  as  its  “broadcast  affil¬ 
iate.” 

(b)  Mr.  Biddle  is  also  president,  di¬ 
rector,  and  50  percent  owner  of  the  In¬ 
quirer  Printing  Co.,  licensee  of  WBFD, 
Bedford,  Pa.  The  Inquirer  Printing  Co! 
publishes  the  Inquirer,  a  weekly  news¬ 
paper  in  Bedford.  Mr.  Biddle  is  presi¬ 
dent  of  the  Gazette  Publishing  Co.  which 
publishes  the  Gazette,  a  morning  news¬ 
paper  in  the  community,  which  describes 
Station  WBFD  as  its  “broadcast  affiliate.” 
There  are  no  other  newspapers  published 
in  Bedford.  Station  WBFD  is  presently 
the  only  aural  broadcast  facility  licensed 
to  the  community, 

(c)  Mr.  Biddle  is  also  treasurer  and 
director  in  WDAD,  Inc.,  the  licensee  of 
Station  WDAD,  Indiana,  Pennsylvania 
(BPH-4415).  WDAD,  Inc.,  is  controlled 
by  Clearfield  Broadcasters,  Inc.,  the 
wholly  owned  subsidiary  of  Progressive 
Publishing  Co.,  Inc.  Mr.  Biddle  is  an 
officer  and  director  and  32.81  percent 
stockholder  in  the  Progressive  Publish¬ 
ing  Co.,  Inc.  Station  WDAD  is  the  only 
aural  broadcast  facility  licensed  to  In¬ 
diana,  Pa.1 

(d)  Clearfield  Broadcasters,  Inc ,  is 
licensee  of  WCPA,  Clearfield,  Pa.,  (BPH- 
4416).  It  is  a  wholly  owned  subsidiary 
of  Progressive  Publishing  Co.,  Inc.,  pub¬ 
lisher  of  the  Progress,  the  only  news¬ 
paper  of  general  circulation  in  Clear¬ 
field  and  in  turn  holds  a  34.04  percent 
interest  in  Progressive.  The  Progress 
describes  Station  WCPA  as  its  “broad- 
cast  affiliate.”  Station  WCPA  is  the 

Neither  Mr.  Biddle  nor  any  of  the  other 
parties  in  WDAD,  Inc.,  have  any  interest  in 
the  Indiana  Gazette,  the  only  newspaper 
published  in  Indiana,  Pa. 
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only  aural  broadcast  facility  licensed  to 
Clearfield,  Pa.  Hie  Progressive  Pub¬ 
lishing  Co.,  Inc.,  also  publishes  the  Dan¬ 
ville  News,  a  daily  newspaper  of  general 
circulation  in  Danville,  Pa. 

(e)  W.  K.  Ulerich,  president  and  di¬ 
rector  of  WDAD,  Inc.,  is  also  president, 
director  and  38  percent  stockholder  In 
Centre  Broadcasters,  Inc.,  licensee  of 
WMAJ-AM  and  PM, 5  State  College,  Pa. 

(f)  Mr.  Ulerich  1s  president  and  33.15 
percent  stockholder  of  Progressive  Pub¬ 
lishing  Co.,  Inc.  By  virtue  of  their  Joint 
and  substantially  equal  interests,  Mr. 
Ulerich  and  Mr.  Biddle  control  Progres¬ 
sive  Publishing  Co.,  Inc.,  and  Its  wholly 
owned  subsidiary  Clearfield  Broadcast¬ 
ers,  Inc.,  which  In  turn  controls  WDAD, 
Inc.,  licensee  of  WDAD,  Indiana, 
Pennsylvania. 

(g)  Thus,  parties  to  the  above  appli¬ 
cations  control,  directly  or  indirectly, 
five  standard  broadcast  stations  in 
Pennsylvania,  one  FM  station  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  and  five  newspapers  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

(h)  Because  of  their  proximity  it 
would  not  be  possible  for  both  the  Hunt¬ 
ingdon  proposal  and  WMAJ-FM  State 
College  to  operate  with  maximum  fa¬ 
cilities  without  causing  1  mv/m  overlap 
in  contravention  of  §  73.240(a)  (1)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

It  further  appearing,  that  Hunting¬ 
don  Broadcasters,  Inc.  (BPH-4394)  and 
WDAD,  Inc.  (BPH-4415)  are  requesting 
the  only  FM  channels  presently  assigned 
to  their  respective  communities  and  that 
there  are  no  other  FM  channels  avail¬ 
able  for  future  assignment  to  either  of 
these  communities;  and  that  Clearfield 
Broadcasters,  Inc.  (BPH-4416)  is  re¬ 
questing  the  only  FM  channel  presently 
assigned  to  Clearfield,  Pa.,  but  that  there 
is  a  possibility  of  another  FM  channel 
to  the  community;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  in  making 
a  determination  as  to  whether  a  grant  of 
the  applications  would  serve  the  public 
interest,  convenience  and  necessity,  it  is 
pertinent  to  consider  such  relevant  fac¬ 
tors  as  the  number  of  other  broadcast 
services  and  newspapers  reaching  the 
respective  communities  and  the  audi¬ 
ence  and  circulation  of  such  other  pro¬ 
grams  and  news  sources;  the  extent  to 
which  such  outside  sources  deal  with 
local  problems  of  the  respective  com¬ 
munities;  and  such  other  factors  as 
would  tend  to  demonstrate  that  a  grant 
of  the  applications  would  or  would  not 
result  in  a  regional  concentration  of  con¬ 
trol  of  mass  communications  media  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  Commission  is  unable 
to  make  the  statutory  finding,  on  the 
basis  of  the  information  before  it,  that 
a  grant  of  the  applications  would  serve 
the  public  interest,  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity,  and  is  of  the  opinion  that  the 
applications  must  be  designated  for  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  issues  set  forth  below: 

It  is  ordered,  That,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  the  applications  are 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 


3  Centre  Broadcasters,  Inc.,  presently  holds 
a  construction  permit  for  Station  WMAJ- 
FM. 


proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
specified  in  a  subsequent  order,  upon 
the  following  Issues: 

1.  To  determine  whether  a  grant  of 
the  application  of  Huntingdon  Broad¬ 
casters,  Inc.  (BPH-4394)  would  create 
a  concentration  of  control  of  the  media 
of  mass  communication  in  Huntingdon, 
Pa.  contrary  to  the  public  interest. 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  Hunting¬ 
don  proposal  in  view  of  its  proximity  to 
WMAJ-FM,  State  College,  represents  an 
efficient  use  of  the  channel  within  the 
meaning  of  section  307(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

3.  To  determine  whether  a  grant  of 
any  or  all  of  the  above-captioned  appli¬ 
cations  would  create  a  regional  concen¬ 
tration  of  control  of  the  media  of  mass 
communication  in  the  State  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  contrary  to  the  public  interest. 

4.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issue,  which,  if  any,  of  these  ap¬ 
plications  should  be  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  herein,  pursuant  to 
§  1.221(c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  in 
person  or  by  attorney,  shall,  within  20 
days  of  the  mailing  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  in  triplicate,  a  written 
appearance  stating  an  intention  to  ap¬ 
pear  on  the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing 
and  present  evidence  on  the  issues  speci¬ 
fied  in  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  appli¬ 
cants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)  (2)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  5  1.594  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing,  either  individually  or,  if  feasible 
and  consistent  with  the  rules,  jointly, 
within  the  time  and  in  the  manner  pre¬ 
scribed  in  such  rule,  and  shall  advise 
the  Commission  of  the  publication  of 
such  notice  as  required  by  {  1.594(g)  of 
the  rules. 

Released:  July  21, 1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,3 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  65-7825;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 

8:49  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  16120;  FCC  65M-946] 

JEFFERSON  RADIO  CO.  (KABE) 
Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  Abraham  Rosen- 
stock  tr/as  Jefferson  Radio  Co.  (KABE), 
Docket  No.  16120,  File  No.  BL-10568;  for 
license  to  cover  construction  permit  BP- 
15289  authorizing  a  new  standard  broad¬ 
cast  station  at  Westwego,  La.: 

It  is  ordered,  This  20th  day  of  July 
1965,  that  Thomas  H.  Donahue  will  serve 
as  presiding  officer  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding;  that  the  hearings  therein 
will  be  convened  in  Westwego,  La.,  at 
10  ajn.,  October  11,  1965;  and  that  a 
prehearing  conference  in  the  proceeding 
will  be  convened  in  the  offices  of  the 


*  Commissioners  Hyde  and  Lee  dissenting; 
Commissioner  Wadsworth  absent. 


Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  17. 1965,  at  9:00  ajn. 

Released:  July  20, 1965. 

Federal  Com  muni  cations 
Commission,  „ 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FH.  Doc.  65-7826;  Filed,  July  83,  1966' 
8:49  ajn.] 


[Docket  Nos.  16679,  15680;  FCC  65M-649] 

TRI-CITIES  BROADCASTING  CO.  AND 
DAWSON  COUNTY  BROADCAST¬ 
ING  CORP. 

Order  Regarding  Procedural  Dates 

In  re  applications  of  David  F.  Stevens, 
Jr.,  tr/as  Tri-Cltles  Broadcasting  Co., 
Cozad,  Nebr.,  Docket  No.  15679,  File  No. 
BP-15052;  Dawson  County  Broadcasting 
Corp.,  Cozad,  Nebr.,  Docket  No.  15680, 
File  No.  BP-15679;  for  construction  per¬ 
mits. 

On  July  19, 1965,  counsel  for  applicant 
Tri-Cities  filed  a  motion  for  continuance. 
He  asserts  that  the  applicants  might 
undergo  unnecessary  trouble  and  ex¬ 
pense  if  they  were  required  to  meet  the 
present  hearing  schedule  while  the  Re¬ 
view  Board  has  pending  before  it  appli¬ 
cants’  Joint  petition  for  approval  of  their 
agreement  for  dismissal  of  Tri-Cities’ 
and  grant  of  Dawson’s  application. 

There  is  good  cause  for  granting  the 
motion.  Also,  under  {  1.298(a),  the 
Hearing  Examiner  is  acting  on  the  mo¬ 
tion  “as  a  matter  of  discretion  •  •  • 
without  waiting  for  the  filing  of  respon¬ 
sive  pleadings.” 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  20th 
day  of  July  1965,  that  the  motion  for 
continuance,  filed  by  counsel  for  Tri- 
Cities  on  July  19,  1965,  is  granted,  and 
that  procedural  dates  are  rescheduled 
as  follows: 

1.  Exchange  of  remaining  direct  af¬ 
firmative  written  cases  of  applicants — 
from  July  16  to  August  27, 1965. 

2.  Receipt  of  notification  of  witnesses 
desired  for  cross-examination — from 
July  21  to  September  6, 1965. 

3.  Hearing — from  July  26  to  Septem¬ 
ber  14,  1965  at  11:00  ajn. 

Released:  July  21,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  65-7827;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 
8:49  &.m.] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Independent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder 
License  No.  428] 

ALL  NATIONS  FORWARDING  CO. 

Suspension  of  License 

Whereas,  Michael  S.  Batt  d/b/a  All 
Nations  Forwarding  Co.  has  ceased  to 
operate  as  an  independent  ocean  freight 
forwarder;  and 

Whereas,  Michael  S.  Batt  d/b/a  All 
Nations  Forwarding  Co.  has  failed  to 
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aaintain  an  effective  surety  bond  on  file 
rith  the  Commission  as  required  by  sec- 
ten  44(0 ,  Shipping  Act,  1916  (46  U.8.C. 

1245) ;  and 

Whereas,  Michael  S.  Batt  d/b/a  All 
nations  Forwarding  Co.  has  requested 
that  his  license  be  suspended  until  he 
resumes  his  freight  forwarder  operations. 
It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section 
44(d),  Shipping  Act.  1916  (48  U£.C. 
1245),  that  the  independent  ocean 
freight  forwarder  license  of  Michael  S. 
Batt  d/b/a  All  Nations  Forwarding  Co. 
he  and  is  hereby  suspended  until  further 
order,  effective  12:01  am.,  July  12,  1965. 
It  is  further  ordered,  That  Independ¬ 
ent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder  License  No. 
428  be  returned  to  the  Commission  to  be 
held  until  its  reactivation  or  revocation. 
It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  order  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  0  Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  65-7798;  Filed,  July  23.  1965; 
8:47  am.] 


TRANS-PACIFIC  FREIGHT 
CONFERENCE  OF  JAPAN 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  Agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
UB.C.814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  (s)  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW., 
Room  301;  or  may  inspect  agreements  at 
the  offices  of  the  District  Managers,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  an  agreement  including  a  request 
Jor  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be  submitted 
to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20573,  within 
20  days  after  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register.  A  copy  of  any 
such  statement  should  also  be  forwarded 
to  the  party  filing  the  agreement  (as  in¬ 
dicated  hereinafter)  and  the  comments 
should  indicate  that  this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

•b- D.  p.  Gillette,  Chairman,  Trans-Paciflc 
Freight  Conference  of  Japan,  Klndal  Bulld- 
ln8.  11,  3  Chome  Kyobashia,  Chuo-Ku, 
Tokyo. 

Agreement  150-32,  between  the  mem¬ 
ber  lines  of  the  Trans-Paciflc  Freight 
Conference  of  Japan  modifies  the  basic 
agreement  by  restating  Article  29  thereof 
to  more  clearly  define  the  duties  and  re¬ 
sponsibilities  of  the  member  lines  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  furnishing  of  freight 
manifests,  supporting  invoices  and  dec¬ 
orations  and  related  material  to  the 
conference,  and  also  to  more  fully  outline 
®e  penalties  which  may  be  imposed  for 
'Mure  to  comply  with  the  article. 


Dated:  July  20, 1965. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Martime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[FA.  Doc.  66-7799:  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 
8:47  ajn.] 


HORIZON  FORWARDERS,  INC. 

Order  To  Show  Cause 

On  June  28,  1965,  the  New  Hampshire 
Insurance  Co.  notified  the  Commission 
that  the  surety  bond  filed  pursuant  to 
section  44(c),  Shipping  Act,  1916  (46 
UJ3.C.  1245)  by  Horizon  Forwarders,  Inc., 
38  Pearl  Street,  New  York,  N.Y.,  10004, 
would  be  canceled  effective  July  31,  1965. 

Section  44(c)  of  the  Shipping  Act.  1916 
(46  U.S.C.  1245)  and  §  510.5(f)  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Order  4  (46  CFR)  provide  that  no 
license  shall  remain  in  force  unless  such 
forwarder  shall  have  furnished  a  bond. 

Section  44(d)  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916 
(46  U.S.C.  1245)  provides  that  licenses 
may,  after  notice  and  hearing,  be  sus¬ 
pended  or  revoked  for  willful  failure  to 
comply  with  any  provision  of  the  Act,  or 
with  any  lawful  rule  of  the  Commission 
promulgated  thereunder. 

Therefore,  it  is  ordered.  That  Horizon 
Forwarders,  Inc.  on  or  before  July  28, 
1965,  either  (1)  submit  a  valid  bond  ef¬ 
fective  on  or  before  July  31,  1965,  or  (2) 
show  cause  in  writing  or  request  a  hear¬ 
ing  to  be  held  at  10  am.  on  July  30,  1965, 
in  Room  114,  Federal  Maritime  Commis¬ 
sion,  1321  H  Street  NW.t  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  to  show  cause  why  its  license 
should  not  be  suspended  or  revoked  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  44(d)  Shipping  Act, 
1916. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  Director, 
Bureau  of  Domestic  Regulation,  forth¬ 
with  revoke  License  No.  1062,  if  the  li¬ 
censee  fails  to  comply  with  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  order  to  show  cause  and  all  subse¬ 
quent  orders  in  this  matter  be  served 
upon  the  licensee  and  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-7829;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 

8:49  ajn.J 


JOE  I.  REES 
Order  To  Show  Cause 

On  June  28,  1965,  the  New  Hampshire 
Insurance  Co.  notified  the  Commission 
that  the  surety  bond  filed  pursuant  to 
section  44(c),  Shipping  Act,  1916  (46 
U.S.C.  1245)  by  Joe  I.  Rees,  Post  Office 
Box  245,  Easton,  Pa.,  would  be  canceled 
effective  July  31, 1965. 

Section  44(c)  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916  (46  U.S.C.  1245)  and  9  510.5(f)  of 
General  Order  4  (46  CFR)  provide  that 
no  license  shall  remain  in  force  unless 
such  forwarder  shall  have  furnished  a 
bond. 

Section  44(d)  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916 
(46  U.S.C.  1245)  provides  that  licenses 


may,  after  notice  and  hearing,  be  sus¬ 
pended  or  revoked  for  willful  failure  to 
comply  with  any  provision  of  the  Act,  or 
with  any  lawful  rule  of  the  Commission 
promulgated  thereunder. 

Therefore,  it  is  ordered.  That  Joe  I. 
Rees  on  or  before  July  28,  1965,  either 
(1)  submit  a  valid  bond  effective  on  or 
before  July  31,  1965,  or  (2)  show  cause 
in  writing  or  request  a  hearing  to  be 
held  at  10  a.m.  on  July  30, 1965,  in  Room 
114,  Federal  Maritime  Commission,  1321 
H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20573, 
to  show  cause  why  its  license  should  not 
be  suspended  or  revoked  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  44(d)  Shipping  Act,  1916. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Bureau  of  Domestic  Regulation, 
forthwith  revoke  License  No.  1043,  if  the 
licensee  fails  to  comply  with  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy  of 
this  order  to  show  cause  and  all  subse¬ 
quent  orders  In  this  matter  be  served 
upon  the  licensee  and  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

[FA.  Doc.  65-7830;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 

8:49  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  CP66-10] 

LONE  STAR  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

July  19, 1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  13, 1965,  Lone 
Star  Gas  Co.  (Applicant),  301  South 
Harwood  Street,  Dallas.  Tex.,  75201,  filed 
In  Docket  No.  CP66-10  an  application 
pursuant  to  sections  7(b)  and  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  permission  and  ap¬ 
proval  to  abandon  certain  facilities  and 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  new  facilities  in  the 
area  of  the  city  of  Denton,  Denton 
County,  Tex.,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application  which  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  proposes  the 
following: 

(1)  To  construct  and  operate  in  In¬ 
terstate  commerce  approximately  13  feet 
of  4-inch  crossover  line  to  interconnect 
4-inch  line  F-8  at  approximate  station 
82+49,  the  proposed  new  terminus  of 
said  line,  with  8-inch  line  2nd  F-8,  near 
the  South  Denton  Measuring  Station. 

(2)  To  abandon  the  terminal  portion  of 
Line  F-8  between  approximate  stations 
82+49  and  232+80  (end)  at  the  old 
Acme  Brick  Co.  Measuring  Station,  con¬ 
sisting  of  approximately  15,450  feet  of 
4-inch  pipeline.  Approximately  10,669 
feet  of  this  line  will  be  transferred  to 
Applicant’s  Denton  distribution  system 
to  be  utilized  in  place  as  distribution  fa¬ 
cilities.  Approximately  2,562  feet  will 
be  removed  and  salvaged  for  use  else¬ 
where  on  Applicant’s  system,  and  ap¬ 
proximately  2,219  feet  will  be  abandoned 
in  place. 
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(3)  To  abandon  line  F-8-1  between 
stations  0+00  and  39+30  (end)  at  the 
new  Acme  Brick  Co.  Measuring  Station, 
consisting  of  approximately  3,930  feet  of 
6-inch  pipeline,  by  transfer  to  Appli¬ 
cant’s  Denton  distribution  system  to  be 
utilized  in  place  to  continue  service  to 
this  existing  customer. 

The  reason  for  these  proposals  is  that 
the  pipelines  to  be  abandoned  traverse  a 
growing  and  populated  section  within 
the  distribution  area  of  Denton.  Appli¬ 
cant  states  that  the  area  is  no  longer 
suitable  for  the  location  of  high  pressure 
gas  transmission  pipelines  and  the  con¬ 
tinued  operation  of  the  segments  to  be 
abandoned  will  create  operational  prob¬ 
lems  and  hazards. 

Applicant  estimates  the  cost  of  con¬ 
struction  and  removal  to  be  $738,  which 
will  be  paid  out  of  funds  on  hand. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(157.10)  on  or  before  August  16,  1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  this  application  If  no  protest  or  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time 
required  herein,  and  the  Commission  on 
its  own  review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a 
grant  of  the  certificate  and  permission 
and  approval  for  the  proposed  abandon¬ 
ment  are  required  by  the  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity.  If  a  protest  or  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed, 
or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[Pk.  Doc.  65-7790;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 

8:46  ajn.] 

[Docket  No.  CP66-7] 

PANHANDLE  EASTERN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

July  19, 1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  12, 1965,  Pan¬ 
handle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co.  (Appli¬ 
cant),  1  Chase  Manhattan  Plaza,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP66-7 
an  application  pursuant  to  section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  construction  and  operation 
of  two  pipeline  loop  segments,  all  as  more 
fully  described  in  the  application  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  proposes  to 
construct  and  operate  a  7.9  mile  continu¬ 


ation  of  the  22-inch  partial  loop  between 
Sneed,  Tex.,  and  Hansford,  Tex.,  and  an 
18.5  mile  26-inch  loop  of  a  portion  of  the 
line  between  Hansford,  Tex.,  and  Liberal, 
Kans.  The  application  states  that  the 
facilities  are  needed  in  order  to  accom¬ 
modate  the  volumes  of  gas  which  Pan¬ 
handle  obtains  from  sources  in  the  vicin¬ 
ity  of  the  Panhandle  field  of  Texas. 

The  estimated  cost  of  the  facilities  is 
$1,933,000,  which  will  be  financed  from 
funds  on  hand. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(157.10)  on  or  before  August  16,  1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  protest  or  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  and  the  Commission  on 
its  own  review  of  the  matter  finds  that 
a  grant  of  the  certificate  is  required  by 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity.  If 
a  protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a 
formal  hearing  is  required,  further  no¬ 
tice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[FJR.  Doc.  65-7791;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 

8:46  ajn.] 

[Docket  No.  CP66-8] 

SOUTH  TEXAS  NATURAL  GAS 
GATHERING  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

July  19,  1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  12,  1965, 
South  Texas  Natural  Gas  Gathering  Co. 
(Applicant) ,  Lincoln  Liberty  Life  Build¬ 
ing,  Houston,  Tex.,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP66-8  an  application  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  as  im¬ 
plemented  by  S  157.7(b)  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Act,  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  author¬ 
izing  the_  construction  and  operation  of 
certain  facilities  to  connect  and  receive 
new  gas  supplies,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  requests  au¬ 
thorization  to  construct,  during  its  fiscal 
year  from  August  1,  1965,  to  August  1, 
1966,  and  operate  facilities  which  are 
necessary  to  enable  it  to  take  into  its 
certificated  facilities  natural  gas  which 
will  be  produced  or  purchased  in  the  gen¬ 
eral  area  of  its  existing  facilities. 

The  application  states  that  the  total 
cost  of  Applicant’s  proposed  construction 


will  not  exceed  $1  million  and  no  single 
project  will  exceed  a  cost  of  $250  000 
These  amounts  are  to  be  financed  from 
cash  on  hand  or  cash  generated  from 
operations. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  mav 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  reg¬ 
ulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(157.10)  on  or  before  August  16,  1965 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  protest  or  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  and  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a 
grant  of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity,  if  a 
protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-779B;  FUed,  July  23,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.] 


UNITED  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

July  19,  1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  12,  1965, 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.  (Applicant), 
Post  Office  Box  1407,  Shreveport,  La., 
71102,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP66-9  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  author¬ 
izing  the  construction  and  operation  of 
certain  natural  gas  facilities,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  application  which 
is  on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  would  install  an 
8-inch  tap  and  valve  at  approximately 
Milepost  19.88  on  its  12-inch  DeLarge 
Field  line  and  an  8-inch  tap  and  valve 
at  approximately  Milepost  12.62  on  its 
16-inch  Lirette-Mobile  line,  both  at 
Bayou  Blue  Junction,  Lafourche  Parish, 
La. 

The  application  states  that  Sunray 
DX  OU  Co.  (Sunray)  is  presently  the 
owner  and  operator  of  the  Houma  Gas 
Products  Plant  located  near  Applicant's 
12-inch  pipeline  located  in  the  Bourg 
Field  area,  Lafourche  Parish,  La.  Appli¬ 
cant  and  Sunray  have  entered  into  a 
natural  gas  processing  agreement  dated 
June  2,  1965,  whereby  Applicant  will  de¬ 
liver  from  time  to  time  quantities  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  to  be  processed  in  such  plant- 

The  estimated  cost  of  the  proposed 
construction  is  $6,417,  which  will  be  re* 
imbursed  by  Sunray. 
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Saturday,  July  24,  1965 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  ac- 
tordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(157.10)  on  or  before  August  16,  1965. 
Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
j  the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed- 
tral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission's  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
i  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  this 
©plication  if  no  protest  or  petition  to 
intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  and  the  Commission  on  its  own 
review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant 
d  the  certificate  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  pro¬ 
test  or  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its 
ovn  motion  believes  that  a  formal  hear¬ 
ing  is  required,  further  notice  of  such 
hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Gutrxde, 
Secretary. 

[FA.  Doc.  66-7793;  Piled,  July  93,  1965; 

8:46  am.] 


GENERAL  SERVICES  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION 

NICKEL  HELD  IN  THE  NATIONAL 
STOCKPILE 

Proposed  Disposition 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
1(e)  of  the  Strategic  and  Critical  Mate- 
dais  Stock  Piling  Act,  50  UB.C.  98b(e), 
notice  Is  hereby  given  of  the  proposed  dis¬ 
position  of  approximately  224,194,097 
pounds  of  nickel  now  held  in  the  national 
ttockpile. 

This  quantity  of  nickel  is  excess  to  the 
needs  of  the  stockpile  as  a  result  of  a 
revised  determination,  made  by  the  Office 
of  Emergency  Planning  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  2  of  the  Strategic  and  Critical  Ma¬ 
terials  Stock  Piling  Act,  50  U.S.C.  98a, 
vith  respect  to  the  quantity  of  nickel  to 
be  stockpiled. 

Since  the  revised  determination  was 
not  by  reason  of  obsolescence  of  the 
nickel  for  use  in  time  of  war,  this  pro¬ 
posed  disposition  is  being  referred  to  the 
Congress  for  its  express  approval  as  re¬ 
quired  by  section  3(e)  of  the  Strategic 
nnd  Critical  Materials  Stock  Piling  Act. 

General  Services  Administration  pro¬ 
poses  to  make  said  nickel  available  for 
transfer  to  other  Government  agencies, 
tor  sale  on  a  competitive  or  shelf-item 
basis,  or  for  disposition  in  such  other 
Planner  as  may  be  in  the  best  interest  of 
the  Government,  upon  the  express  ap¬ 
proval  by  the  Congress  of  this  proposed 
^position,  but  not  prior  to  the  expira¬ 
tion  of  6  months  after  the  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

Disposal  of  nickel  from  the  national 
stockpile  previously  authorized  and  dis¬ 
posals  from  the  Defense  Production  Act 
Inventory  are  currently  proceeding  at  a 
rate  of  approximately  15  million  pounds 
for  the  first  program  year.  General 
Services  Administration  expects  to  ad¬ 
just  the  sales  rate  upward  each  subse¬ 
quent  year  dependent  on  the  annual 
growth  in  domestic  consumption  and  de¬ 
velopments  in  the  world  market  until  a 
maximum  annual  sales  level  of  30  or  35 
million  pounds  is  reached.  The  rate  of 
increase  for  each  year  will  be  determined 
after  consultation  with  responsible  Gov¬ 
ernment  agencies,  industry,  and  others 
concerned. 

The  plan  and  dates  of  disposition  have 
been  fixed  with  due  regard  to  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  producers,  processors,  and  con¬ 
sumers  against  avoidable  disruption  of 
their  usual  markets,  as  well  as  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  the  United  States  against 
avoidable  loss. 

Dated:  July  16, 1965. 

Lawson  B.  Knott,  Jr., 

Administrator  of 
General  Services. 

[Pit.  Doc.  65-7795:  Piled,  July  23,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Pile  No.  812-1787] 

INTERNATIONAL  UTILITIES  CORP., 
AND  INTERNATIONAL  UTILITIES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Application  for 

Order  Exempting  Company  From 

All  Provisions  of  Act 

July  20, 1965. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Interna¬ 
tional  Utilities  Corp.  (“Utilities  Corp.”), 
200  University  Avenue,  Toronto,  Ontario, 
Canada,  a  Maryland  corporation,  and 
International  Utilities  Inc.  (“Interna¬ 
tional”)  3219  Philadelphia  Pike,  Clay- 
mont,  Del.,  a  Delaware  corporation,  have 
filed  an  application  pursuant  to  section 
6(c)  of  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940  (“Act”)  for  an  order  exempting  In¬ 
ternational  from  all  provisions  of  the 
Act. 

All  interested  persons  are  referred  to 
the  application  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  for  a  statement  of  applicants’  rep¬ 
resentations,  which  are  summarized 
below.  . 

The  only  securities  of  International 
presently  outstanding  consist  of  a  $4,500,- 
000  bank  loan  and  shares  of  common 
stock,  all  of  which  shares  are  owned  by 
Utilities  Corp. 

Utilities  Corp.  is  primarily  engaged, 
through  subsidiaries,  in  the  distribution 
of  natural  gas  and  electricity  in  Western 
Canada,  the  operation  of  motor  bus 
routes  in  Canada,  the  ownership  opera¬ 
tion  and  chartering  of  oil  tankers,  bulk 
carriers  and  refrigerator  ships,  in  the 
recovery  of  steel  and  iron  scrap,  and  in 
the  processing  of  slag  and  crushed  stone. 

International,  which  was  incorporated 
on  February  6,  1964,  succeeded  to  the 


business  of  a  predecessor  corporation  of 
the  same  name  organized  under  the  laws 
of  the  State  of  New  York  on  January  6, 
1961. 

The  predecessor  of  International  was 
organized,  and  the  existence  of  Interna¬ 
tional  as  a  wholly  owned  subsidiary  has 
been  maintained,  to  permit  investment 
securities  to  be  held  by  a  separate  U.S. 
subsidiary.  Utilities  Corp.  and  Interna¬ 
tional  consider  such  arrangements  to  be 
advantageous  for  organizational  reasons 
and  to  have  resulted  in  substantial  tax 
benefits  to  Utilities  Corp.  and  particu¬ 
larly  to  its  Canadian  stockholders.  With 
the  exception  of  debt  securities  of  affili¬ 
ated  companies,  virtually  all  of  Interna¬ 
tional’s  assets  (which  were  valued  at  ap¬ 
proximately  $38,000,000  as  of  March  31, 
1965)  consist  of  investment  securities  of 
issuers  which  are  Incorporated  in  the 
United  States.  Neither  International 
nor  its  predecessor  has  ever  engaged  in 
any  business  other  than  the  purchase, 
holding  and  sale  of  securities. 

Utilities  Corp.  has  entered  into  a  Stock 
Purchase  Agreement  with  Ryder  Sys¬ 
tems,  Inc.,  pursuant  to  which  Utilities 
Corp.  has  obtained  the  right  to  acquire 
all  of  the  outstanding  capital  stock  of 
Ryder  Truck  Lines,  Inc.  and  its  affiliated 
motor  carriers  (“Ryder”),  all  of  which 
are  engaged  in  the  trucking  business. 
Utilities  Corp.  proposes  either  to  assign 
its  contract  with  Ryder  Systems,  Inc.  to, 
or  cause  the  capital  stock  of  the  motor 
carriers  to  be  transferred  to  Interna¬ 
tional.  After  the  transfer  of  control  of 
the  trucking  business  to  International, 
such  trucking  business  would  be  con¬ 
ducted  by  a  wholly  owned  subsidiary  of 
International.  At  substantially  the  same 
time,  Utilities  Corp.  proposes  to  transfer 
to  International  all  of  the  capital  stock 
of  Brown  Brothers  Contractors,  Inc., 
("Brown  Brothers”)  a  wholly  owned  sub¬ 
sidiary  of  Utilities  Corp.  which,  directly 
and  indirectly  is  engaged  in  the  recovery 
of  steel  and  iron  scrap  at  steel  plants,  the 
processing  of  slag  and  crushed  stone,  and 
the  sale  of  such  products. 

In  connection  with  the  contemplated 
acquisition  of  Ryder,  International  ten¬ 
tatively  proposes  to  issue  and  sell 
$25,000,000  principal  amount  of  5  percent 
notes,  due  1985  to  two  life  insurance  com¬ 
panies  and  two  registered  investment 
companies  as  follows:  John  Hancock 
Mutual  Life  Insurance  Co. — $20,000,000; 
Sun  life  Assurance  Co.  of  Canada — 
$2,500,000;  The  George  Putnam  Fund — 
$1,500,000;  Incorporated  Income  Fund — 
$1,000,000.  The  proceeds  of  the  sale  of 
such  notes,  will  be  used  approximately  as 
follows:  $17,500,000  to  finance  the  acqui¬ 
sition  of  Ryder,  $4,500,000  to  retire  In¬ 
ternational’s  existing  bank  loan;  $2,500,- 
000  as  an  advance  to  Brown  Brothers; 
and  $500,000  for  International’s  treasury. 

After  consummation  of  the  contem¬ 
plated  acquisition  of  the  stock  of  Ryder 
and  the  transfer  of  the  stock  of  Brown 
Brothers,  Investment  securities  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  constitute  the  preponderant  por¬ 
tion  of  International’s  assets.  Conse¬ 
quently,  it  appears  that  International 
will  continue  to  be  an  “investment  com¬ 
pany”  as  defined  In  section  3(a)  (3)  of 
the  Act.  Section  3(b)(3)  of  the  Act, 
generally  speaking,  excepts  from  the  def- 


9288 


NOTICES 


inition  of  investment  company  any  issuer 
all  of  the  outstanding  securities  of  which 
(other  than  short-term  paper  and  direc¬ 
tors’  qualifying  shares)  are  owned  by  a 
company  primarily  engaged  In  a  business 
other  than  that  of  investing,  reinvesting, 
owning,  holding,  or  trading  in  securities. 
As  stated  hereinabove  all  of  the  out¬ 
standing  securities  of  International  are 
now  owned  by  Utilities  Corp.  except  for 
the  bank  loan  of  International  which  is 
to  be  paid  following  the  sale  by  Interna¬ 
tional  of  its  5  percent  notes.  Corpora¬ 
tion  represents  that  it  will  not  dispose  of 
any  securities  of  International  (other 
than  debt  securities)  now  or  hereafter 
owned  by  it;  and  International  repre¬ 
sents  that  it  will  not  issue  any' securities 
(other  than  debt  securities)  to  any  per¬ 
son  other  than  Utilities  Corp.  There¬ 
fore,  International  would  be  entitled  to 
an  exception  under  section  3(b)  (3)  of  the 
Act  except  for  the  fact  that  its  outstand¬ 
ing  long  term  debt  is  and  will  continue  to 
be  owned  by  institutions  rather  than  by 
Utilities  Corp. 

International  states  that  it  is  not 
necessary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
interest  or  consistent  with  the  protection 
of  investors  to  regulate  International  un¬ 
der  the  Act,  because  (1)  International 
is  a  wholly  owned  subsidiary  performing, 
for  tax  and  administrative  purposes  only, 
an  investment  function  formerly  per¬ 
formed  by  its  parent;  (2)  the  owners  of 
Utilities  Corp.’s  outstanding  securities  do 
not  require  the  protection  of  the  Act 
merely  because  Utilities  Corp.  has  de¬ 
cided  to  segregate  its  investment  securi¬ 
ties  and  Government  securities  by  trans¬ 
ferring  them  to  a  subsidiary,  (3)  the 
notes  which  are  to  be  sold  by  Interna¬ 
tional  to  institutions  are  to  be  guaran¬ 
teed,  as  to  payment  of  interest  and  prin¬ 
cipal,  by  Utilities  Corp.  Therefore,  In- 
tematonal  states,  the  institutions  will 
look  for  ultimate  protection  not  to  the 
investment  or  other  activities  of  Interna¬ 
tional  but  to  the  whole  business  enter¬ 
prise  of  Utilities  Corp.  and  its  subsidiar¬ 
ies;  and  (4)  as  respects  the  security 
holders  of  Utilities  Corp.,  the  application 
of  principles  analogous  to  those  expressed 
in  section  3(c)  (1)  of  the  Act  would  sug¬ 
gest  that  the  separate  corporate  exist¬ 
ence  of  International  should  be  disre¬ 
garded  and  the  test  of  whether  an  in¬ 
vestment  company  exists  should  be 
applied  not  to  International  alone  but  to 
the  business  entity  consisting  of  Utilities 
Corp.  and  all  its  subsidiaries. 

International  has  agreed,  in  the  event 
that  the  Commission  grants  the  appli¬ 
cation,  that  the  Commission’s  order  may 
be  issued  subject  to  the  following  con¬ 
ditions; 

1.  International  will; 

(a)  File  with  the  Commission,  within 
90  days  after  the  close  of  each  fiscal  year 
of  International,  the  data  required  by 
Items  7.08  (except  with  respect  to  infor¬ 
mation  relating  to  persons  under  com¬ 
mon  control  with  International),  1.09, 
1.10  and  1.11(a)  of  Form  N-1R  adopted 
by  the  Commission  pursuant  to  section 
30(a)  of  the  Act; 

(b)  File  with  the  Commission,  within 
90  days  after  the  close  of  each  fiscal  year 
of  International,  a  balance  sheet  as  of 
the  close  of  such  fiscal  year,  and  a  state¬ 
ment  of  income  and  retained  earnings  for 


such  fiscal  year  and  a  schedule  of  invest¬ 
ments  as  of  the  ciose  of  such  fiscal  year; 

(c)  File  with  the  Commission  within 
30  days  after  the  happening  of  any  of 
the  following  events,  information  as  to 
(1)  any  request  to  exchange  any  of  its 
5-percent  notes  due  1985  for  such  notes 
of  smaller  denominations  or  for  deben¬ 
tures  and  (ii)  any  transfer  of  its  5-per- 
cent  notes  due  1985  suid  the  names  and 
addresses  of  each  transferee,  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  such  information  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  to,  or  can  reasonably  be  obtained 
by,  International;  and 

(d)  File  with  the  Commission,  within 
90  days  after  the  close  of  each  fiscal 
year  of  International,  information  with 
respect  to  the  number  of  registered  hold¬ 
ers  of  5-percent  notes  due  1985  outstand¬ 
ing  as  of  the  close  of  such  fiscal  year. 

2.  International  will  not  issue  any  ad¬ 
ditional  debt  securities  (other  than  short¬ 
term  paper  and  other  than  as  set  forth  in 
paragraph  1(c)  above)  following  the  is¬ 
suance  of  the  $25,000,000  aggregate  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  5-percent  notes  due  1985 
unless  International  shall  have  first  given 
written  notice  to  the  Commission  de¬ 
scribing  the  proposed  issuance  of  such 
additional  debt  securities  within  30  days 
prior  to  the  date  of  such  proposed  issu¬ 
ance;  subject,  however,  to  the  right  of 
the  Commission,  upon  request  of  Inter¬ 
national,  to  decrease  such  number  of 
days.  If  the  Commission  shall,  after 
receipt  of  said  written  notice,  determine 
that  a  substantial  question  shall  exist  as 
to  whether  or  not  the  exemption  granted 
by  the  order  requested  herein  should 
continue  and  shall  mail  or  otherwise 
give  notice  to  that  effect  to  International 
at  its  offices,  3219  Philadelphia  Pike, 
Claymont,  Del.  (or  at  such  other  address 
as  International  may  have  previously 
specified  in  writing  to  the  Commission) , 
within  15  days  after  the  receipt  by  the 
Commission  of  said  written  notice  from 
International,  International  will  not 
consummate  the  proposed  issuance  of 
such  additional  debt  securities  except  in 
accordance  with  an  appropriate  order  of 
the  Commission. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person,  may,  not  later  than  August 
5,  1965,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  writing  a  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by  a 
statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  inter¬ 
est,  the  reason  for  such  request  and  the 
issues  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  con¬ 
troverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Commission  shall  order  a 
hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communi¬ 
cation  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (airmail  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  applicants  at  the 
address  stated  above.  Proof  of  such 
service  (by  affidavit  or  in  case  of  an  at¬ 
torney-at-law  by  certificate)  shall  be 
filed  contemporaneously  with  the  re¬ 
quest.  At  any  time  after  said  date,  as 
provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
an  order  disposing  of  the  application 
herein  may  be  issued  by  the  Commission 
upon-the  basis  of  the  information  stated 
in  said  application,  unless  an  order  for 
hearing  upon  said  application  shall  be 


issued  upon  request  or  upon  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  own  motion. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority) . 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 
By :  Nell  ye  A.  Thorsen, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

(PR.  Doc.  65-7787;  PUed,  July  23,  1M5; 
8:46  am.] 


[812-1782] 

STATE  BOND  &  MORTGAGE  CO. 

Notice  of  and  Order  for  Hearing  on 

Application  for  Order  and  for  Order 

of  Exemption 

July  20,  1965. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  State  Bond 
&  Mortgage  Co.  ("Applicant”) ,  28  North 
Minnesota  Street,  New  Ulm,  Minn.,  a 
Minnesota  corporation,  and  a  face- 
amount  certificate  company  registered 
under  the  Investment  Company  Act  of 
1940  (“Act”) ,  has  filed  an  application  (1) 
pursuant  to  section  18(j)  (1)  of  the  Act 
seeking  an  order  under  that  section  per¬ 
mitting  the  issuance  of  options  granted, 
and  to  be  granted,  under  the  company’s 
Stock  Option  Plan  for  key  employees; 
and  (11)  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the 
Act  seeking  an  order  exempting  the  is¬ 
suance  of  such  options  from  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  section  18(j)  (3)  of  the  Act. 
Section  18(j)  provides  in  pertinent  part, 
that  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  regis¬ 
tered  face-amount  certificate  company 
to  issue  any  security  other  than  a  face- 
amount  certificate,  common  stock  is 
therein  described  and  short  term  debt 
obligations,  and  to  issue  any  of  its  secu¬ 
rities  except  for  cash  or  securities.  All 
interested  persons  are  referred  to  the 
application  on  file  with  the  Commission 
for  a  full  statement  of  the  representa¬ 
tions  which  are  summarized  below. 

On  December  9,  1963,  the  directors  of 
Applicant  adopted  the  stock  option  plan, 
which  was  subsequently  approved  by  the 
holders  of  the  common  stock  of  Appli¬ 
cant.  The  plan  is  a  “qualified  stock 
option  plan”  within  the  meaning  of  sec¬ 
tion  422  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code 
of  1954.  -  It  provides  that  options  to  pur¬ 
chase  common  stock  of  the  company  may 
be  granted  to  executives  and  key  em¬ 
ployees  of  the  company  selected  by  the 
Board  of  Directors.  The  options  are 
nontransferable  and  may  not  be  exer¬ 
cised  prior  to  2  years  after  the  date 
thereof,  and  shall  expire  5  years  after 
the  date  of  the  grant.  The  price  at  which 
the  options  may  be  exercised  is  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Board  of  Directors,  but  may 
not  be  less  than  the  fair  market  value  of 
the  company’s  common  stock  at  the  date 
of  the  granting  of  the  options.  As  of 
November  30,  1964,  options  to  purchase 
4,000  shares  at  $47.50  per  share  had  been 
issued  and  were  outstanding. 

It  appearing  to  the  Commission  that  it 
is  appropriate  in  the  public  interest  and 
in  the  interest  of  investors  that  a  hear¬ 
ing  be  held  with  respect  to  the  applica- 
tion: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section  40 
(a)  of  said  Act,  that  a  hearing  on  the 
aforesaid  application  under  the  applica¬ 
ble  provisions  of  the  Act  and  of  the  rule 
of  the  Commission  thereunder  be  held 
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Saturday,  July  24,  1965 

OB  the  9th  day  of  August  1965,  at  10  aju. 
a  the  office  of  the  Securities  and  Ex- 
(jange  Commission,  425  Second  Street 
0,'  Washington,  D.C.,  20549.  At  such 
tine  the  Hearing  Room  Clerk  will  ad¬ 
vise  as  to  the  room  in  which  such  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  held.  Any  person  desiring  to 
be  heard  or  otherwise  wishing  to  partici¬ 
pate  in  this  proceeding  is  directed  to  file 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  his 
application  as  provided  by  Rule  9(c)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice,  on 
or  before  the  date  provided  in  the  Rule, 
setting  forth  any  issues  of  law  or  fact 
which  he  desires  to  controvert  or  any  ad¬ 
ditional  issues  which  he  deems  raised 
by  this  notice  and  order  or  by  such 

application. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  Sidney  Ull- 
man,  or  any  officer  or  officers  of  the  Com¬ 
mission,  designated  by  it  for  that  pur¬ 
pose,  shall  preside  at  said  hearing.  The 
officer  so  designated  1s  hereby  authorized 
to  exercise  all  the  powers  granted  to  the 
Commission  under  sections  41  and  42(b) 
of  the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
and  to  a  hearing  officer  under  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice. 

The  Division  of  Corporate  Regulation 
having  advised  the  Commission  that  It 
has  made  a  preliminary  examination  of 
the  application,  and  that  upon  the  basis 
thereof  the  following  matters  and  ques¬ 
tions  are  presented  for  consideration 
without  prejudice  to  Its  specifying  addi¬ 
tional  matters  and  questions  upon  fur¬ 
ther  examination: 

(1)  Whether  the  stock  options  which 
have  been,  and  which  are  proposed  to 
he,  issued  are  a  “security”  as  defined  in 
the  Act,  and  within  the  meaning  of  that 
term  as  used  in  section  18(j)  of  the  Act. 

(2)  Whether  the  stock  options  which 
have  been,  and  which  are  proposed  to  be, 
usued  adversely  affect  the  Interests  of 
investors  in  State  Bond. 

(3)  Whether  the  stock  options  which 
have  been  issued  were  Issued  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  section  18(j) ;  and.  If  so,  whether 
they  are  void  under  the  provisions  of 
section  47(b). 

(4)  Generally,  whether  the  requested 
order  is  (a)  necessary  or  appropriate  in 
the  public  interest,  (b)  consistent  with 
the  protection  of  investors,  and  (c)  con- 
sistent  with  the  purposes  fairly  intended 
by  the  policy  and  provisions  of  the  Act. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  at  the 
aforesaid  hearing  attention  be  given  to 
the  foregoing  matters  and  questions. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission  shall  give  notice 
of  the  aforesaid  hearing  by  mailing  a 
copy  of  this  notice  and  order  by  reg¬ 
istered  mail  to  State  Bond  &  Mortgage 
Co.,  and  that  notice  to  all  other  per¬ 
sons  be  given  by  publication  of  this 
nouce  and  order  in  the  Federal  Register, 
and  that  a  general  release  of  this  Com¬ 
mission  in  respect  of  this  notice  and  or- 
fler  be  distributed  to  the  press  and  mailed 
to  the  mailing  list  for  releases. 

By  the  Commission. 

^SEAL1  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

By :  Nell  ye  A.  Thorsen, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

Doc.  65-7788;  Filed,  July  23,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.J 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  11] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

JULY  21, 1965. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority  un¬ 
der  section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
new  rules  In  Ex  Parte  No.  MC  67  (49 
CFR  240),  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  April  27,  1965,  effec¬ 
tive  July  1.  1965.  These  rules  provide 
that  protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  filed  with  the  field  official 
named  in  the  Federal  Register  publica¬ 
tion,  within  15  calendar  days  after  the 
date  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  is  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
One  copy  of  such  protest  must  be  served 
on  the  applicant,  or  its  authorized  rep¬ 
resentative,  if  any,  and  the  protest  must 
certify  that  such  service  has  been  made. 
The  protest  must  be  specific  as  to  the 
service  which  such  protestant  can  and 
will  offer,  and  must  consist  of  a  signed 
original  and  six  (6)  copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also 
in  the  field  office  to  which  protests  are 
to  be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  67020  (Sub-No.  IOTA),  filed 
July  19,  1965.  Applicant:  SEATTLE 
TRANSFER  &  STORAGE  COMPANY 
(a  corporation) ,  26  South  Hanford 
Street,  Seattle,  Wash.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentatives:  George  Hart  and  Jack 
Davis,  1100  IBM  Building,  Seattle, 
Wash.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  General 
Commodities  (except  Class  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  commodities  In  bulk  and  those 
injurious  or  contaminating  to  other  lad¬ 
ing)  restricted  to  shipments  having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  air, 
between  airports  In  King,  Pierce,  and 
Snohomish  Counties,  Wash.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  points  in  Pierce,  Snohomish, 
Skagit,  Whatcom,  and  Island  Counties, 
Wash.,  on  the  other  hand,  for  180  days. 
SUPPORTING  SHIPPER:  R.  E.  Metcalf, 
Chairman,  Local  Cartage  Committee  of 
All  Scheduled  Air  Lines,  Seattle  Areal  c/o 
United  Air  Lines,  Seattle-Tacoma  Inter¬ 
national  Airport,  Seattle,  Wash.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  E.  J.  Casey,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and 
Compliance,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  6130  Arcade  Building,  Seattle, 
Wash.,  98101. 

No.  MC  85715  (Sub-No.  2TA) ,  filed 
July  19,  1965.  Applicant:  J.  V.  HAR¬ 
RISON  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  15057,  Houston,  Tex.,  77020.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Dan  Felts,  Suite 
204,  904  Lavaca  Street,  Post  Office  Box 
1117,  Austin,  Tex.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Absorbers  (scrubbers) ;  air  or  gas 


lift  equipment;  amplifiers,  seismic ;  an¬ 
odes,  magnesium;  armatures  (heavy) 
and  parts;  assemblies,  backside,  casing¬ 
head,  Christines  tree,  stuffing,  knock-off, 
screen  setting,  seating  and  set  shoe;  as¬ 
phalt  plant;  asphalt  or  pipeline  coating, 
in  barrels  or  drums;  bailers;  barges, 
benders,  pipe;  blowout  preventers;  boons, 
crane,  truck,  dragline,  derrick  and 
tractor;  brakes  and  parts;  bridges,  port¬ 
able;  buckets,  clamshell,  dragline  and 
shovel;  bug  blowers;  cable  tool  drilling 
machines;  cable  tools;  cat  heads;  chains, 
loading,  in  barrels;  casing  spiders;  chlo¬ 
rine  and  other  chemicals  in  steel  cylin¬ 
ders  or  tanks  ( not  tank  trucks) ;  gas 
compressors;  connection  racks;  convey¬ 
ors;  core  barrels;  coring  units;  clutches 
(heavy);  crown  blocks;  crankshafts 
(heavy) ;  crossarms  and  their  hardware; 
crossties ;  cylinder,  engine  and  com¬ 
pressor;  dehydration  units;  derrick 
ramps ;  derrick  starting  leg;  derrick 
skids;  derrick  steps;  derrick  substruc¬ 
ture;  drill  bits;  drill  collars;  drilling  line; 
drilling  hose;  draw  works;  drilling  rig 
machinery;  elevators;  elevator  pails; 
engine  substructures;  empty  cylinders; 
extensions,  derrick  base;  engine  com¬ 
pound;  finger  boards;  floor  skids;  fronts, 
rig  or  derrick;,  fishing  tools;  fouble 
boards;  fuel  oil  and  gasoline  (not  in¬ 
cluding  movement  in  tank  trucks  or  tank 
trailers) ;  garages,  portable;  guards, 
chain  and  belt;  grief  stems  or  kelly 
joints;  guns,  mud;  gravity  meters;  heat 
exchangers;  hooks;  jack  shafts;  kelly 
and  pipe  straightener ;  ladders,  derrick; 
light  plants;  machinery,  pipe  screening, 
pipe  screwing,  pipe  slotting,  pipe  thread¬ 
ing  or  cutting,  pipe  wrapping;  water  well 
machinery;  water  well  surveying  ma¬ 
chinery;  milling  machine;  marsh  bug¬ 
gies;  magnetic  field  balances;  magne¬ 
tometers;  masts;  monorail  systems;  bud 
boats;  mud  houses;  mud  mixers;  mud 
tank;  mufflers  (heavy);  mouse  holes; 
nipples,  iron,  cement;  perforators; 
planers,  power;  plow;  poles,  gin;  power 
transmission  equipment  (towers);  pres¬ 
sure  devices;  rails,  steel;  railroad  en¬ 
gines,  cars  and  equipment;  rat  holes; 
radiators  (heavy);  reamers;  reinforcing 
steel;  retorts,  iron  or  steel;  river  clamps; 
rods,  reinforcing  and  sucker  (single  and 
bundles) ;  recording  equipment;  road 
lumber;  rig  timbers;  seismic  shooting 
equipment;  slips;  shale  shakers;  screens, 
substitutes;  speed  reducers,  smoke 
stacks;  starting  units;  stand  pipes; 
swivels;  suctions;  spears  and  fishing 
tools;  takeoffs,  power;  tool  joints; 
towers;  treating  plants;  tongs;  traveling 
blocks;  tubing  and  tubing  heads;  valves; 
V-belt  drives;  utility  houses;  welding 
machines;  wire  line,  rope  or  cable,  on 
reels;  lift  equipment;  anchors;  angles 
(heavy);  mud,  including  drilling  mud 
and  conditioners  (not  including  move¬ 
ments  in  tank  trucks  or  tank  trailers) ; 
propellers  or  shafts;  blades;  including 
bit,  scraper  and  grader;  boring  machines 
or  mills ,  including  parts  and  equipment; 
dam  and  powerplant  machinery  and 
equipment  (control  gates);  collars,  in¬ 
cluding  drill  or  pipe;  counterbalances, 
including  countershafts  and  weights; 
hoppers;  printing  machines;  telephone 
equipment  ( cables ,  reels,  switchboards) ; 
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tools  in  boxes  and  houses;  trailer, 
mounted  units,  including  mounted  work- 
over  units;  treaters;  blocks,  jacks 
{heavy);  joints,  including  expansion  or 
kelly;  core  drilling  machines;  core  drill¬ 
ing  equipment;  protectors  ( attached  to 
pipe) ;  and  heaters,  when  not  moving  as 
oilfield  equipment,  for  180  days,  between 
points  in  Texas.  Applicant  states: 

The  holder  of  this  authority  may 
transport  the  above-named  commodities 
(beginning  with  the  commodity  “Ab¬ 
sorbers”)  together  with  its  attachments 
and  its  detached  parts  thereof,  between 
points  in  the  pickup  and  delivery  limits 
of  the  regular  route  common  carrier 
motor  carriers  in  incorporated  cities, 
towns,  and  villages  only  when  the  com¬ 
modity  to  be  transported  weighs  4,000 
pounds  or  more  in  a  single  piece  or  when 
such  commodity,  because  of  physical 
characteristics  other  than  weight,  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  “special  devices,  facilities 
or  equipment”  for  the  safe  and  proper 
loading  or  unloading  and  transportation 
thereof. 

“The  term  ‘special  devices,  facilities  or 
equipment’,  is  construed  to  mean  only 
those  operated  by  motive  or  mechanical 
power;  and  all  commodities  to  be  trans¬ 
ported,  beginning  with  ‘trenching  ma¬ 
chines’,  together  with  attached  and  de¬ 
tached  parts  thereof,  must  require  spe¬ 
cialized  equipment  for  the  safe  and 
proper  loading  or  unloading  ana  trans¬ 
portation  thereof.” 

SUPPORTING  SHIPPERS:  Halco 
Pence  and  Wire  Co.,  8008  Second  Ave¬ 
nue,  Post  Office  Box  17096,  Dallas  17, 
Tex.,  General  Steel  Co.,  3001  West  Paf- 
ford,  Post  Office  Box  487,  Port  Worth, 
Tex.,  Friedman  Pipe  &  Steel  Co.,  Post 
Office  Box  4247,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  Gor- 
bette  Bros.  Steel  Co.,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box 
7396,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  Irwin  Steel  Co., 
San  Antonio,  Tex.,  78211,  Southwest  Wire 
Products  Corp.,  Post  Office  Box  12484, 
Dallas,  Tex.,  Capitol  City  Steel  Co.,  Post 
Office  Box  3195,  South  Austin  Station, 
Austin,  Tex.,  Liberty  Steel  Co.,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  10534,  Dallas,  Tex.,  Alamo  Iron 
Works,  Post  Office  Box  231,  San  Antonio, 
Tex.,  North  Texas  Steel  Co.,  Inc.,  Post 
Office  Box  2497,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  Co¬ 
manche  Steel  Products,  Inc.,  343  North 
W.  W.  White  Road,  Post  Office  Box  243, 
San  Antonio,  Tex.,  Austin  Brothers  Steel 
Co.,  Dallas,  Tex.,  Central  Control  Co., 
5803  Greenville  Avenue,  Dallas,  Tex., 
75206,  Tampo  Manufacturing  Co.,  1146 
West  Laurel  Street,  Post  Office  Box  7248, 
San  Antonio,  Tex.,  Posey  Steel  Products 
Co.,  Post  Office  Box  7289,  San  Antonio, 
Tex.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  District 
Supervisor  John  C.  Redus,  Bureau  of 
Operations  and  Compliance,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Post  Office  Box 
61212,  Houston,  Tex.,  77061. 

No.  MC  93682  (Sub-No.  13TA),  filed 
July  19,  1965.  Applicant:  COLE’S  EX¬ 
PRESS  (a  corporation) ,  76  Dutton 
Street,  Bangor,  Maine.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  W.  C.  Park,  Traffic  Manager 
(same  address  as  applicant’s) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Waste  or  spent 
sulphite  liquor,  from  Millinocket,  Maine, 
to  the  port  of  entry  on  the  international 
boundary  line  between  the  United  States 


and  Canada  at  or  near  Van  Buren,  Maine, 
for  delivery  to  Atholville,  New  Brunswick, 
Canada,  and  (2)  concentrated  deionized 
sulphonic  liquor,  from  the  port  of  entry 
on  the  international  boundary  line  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada  at 
or  near  Van  Buren,  Maine,  to  Millinocket. 
Maine,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING 
SHIPPER:  Great  Northern  Paper  Co.,  6 
State  Street,  Bangor,  Maine.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  Joseph  W.  Balin,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations 
and  Compliance,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Room  307,  76  Pearl  Street, 
Portland,  Maine,  04112. 

No.  MC  106398  (Sub-No.  290TA) ,  filed 
July  19.  1965.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
TRAILER  CONVOY,  INC.,  1925  National 
Plaza,  Box  8096,  Dawson  Station,  Tulsa, 
Okla.  Applicant’s  representative:  O.  L. 
Thee,  Sr.,  Vice  President,  1925  National 
Plaza,  Tulsa,  Okla.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Buildings  in  sections,  mounted 
on  wheeled  undercarriages  with  hitch 
ball  connector,  from  points  in  Indiana  to 
points  in  California,  Colorado,  Connect¬ 
icut,  Delaware,  Idaho,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Montana,  Nevada,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  Mexico. 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  Oregon,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  South  Carolina,  Utah,  Virginia, 
Washington,  and  Wyoming,  for  180  days. 
SUPPORTING  SHIPPERS:  Ritz  Craft, 
Inc.,  Argos,  Ind.;  Divco-Wayne,  Ind., 

lnc. ,  Bourbon,  Ind.;  Lonergan  Corp.,  and 
Skyline  Homes,  Inc.,  Elkhart,  Ind.; 
Ventoura  Corp.,  El  wood,  Ind.;  Bran- 
stravor  Engineering  Corp.  and  Peerless 
Manufacturing  Co.,  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.; 
Kropf  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  Goshen, 

lnd. ;  De  Rose  Industries,  Inc.,  Knights- 
town,  Ind.;  Monarch  Industries,  Inc.; 
Middlebury,  Ind.;  Magnolia  Corp.,  Mis¬ 
hawaka,  Ind.;  Mobile  Home  Sales  & 
Service,  Inc.,  Elwood,  Ind.  SEND  PRO¬ 
TESTS  TO:  C.  L.  Phillips,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and  Com¬ 
pliance,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Room  350,  American  General  Build¬ 
ing,  210  NW.  Sixth,  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.  73102. 

No.  MC  106398  (Sub-No.  291TA),  filed 
July  19,  1965.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
TRAILER  CONVOY,  INC.,  1925  National 
Plaza,  Tulsa,  Okla.,  74141.  Applicant’s 
representative:  O.  L.  Thee,  Sr.,  Vice 
President  (same  address  as  applicant’s) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting :  Buildings, 
in  sections,  mounted  on  wheeled  under¬ 
carriages  with  hitch  ball  connector,  from 
points  in  Indiana  to  points  in  Alabama, 
-Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin,  for 
180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPERS: 
Landola  Homes,  Inc.,  Converse,  Ind.; 
Swift  Trailer  Sales,  Inc.,  Gary,  Ind.; 
Whitaker  Mobile  Homes,  Inc.,  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.;  Goodyear  Mobile  Homes 
Corp.,  Jeffersonville,  Ind.;  Froehde 
Mobile  Homes,  Inc.,  Terre  Haute,  Ind. 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  C.  L.  Phillips, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 


ations  and  Compliance,  Interstate  Com- 
merce  Commission,  Room  350,  American 
General  Building,  210  Northwest  Sixth 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  106398  (Sub-No.  292TA) ,  filed 
July  19,  1965.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
TRAILER  CONVOY,  INC.,  1925  National 
Plaza,  Box  8096,  Dawson  Station,  Tulsa 
Okla.  Applicant’s  representative:  0.  L 
Thee,  Sr.,  Vice  President  (same  address 
as  applicant’s).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Buildings,  in  sections,  mounted  on 
wheeled  undercarriages  with  hitch  ball 
connector,  from  points  in  Missouri  to 
points  in  Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana, 
New  Mexico,  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  Utah,  and  Wyoming,  for  180 
days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPERS:  Bilt- 
more  Mobile  Homes,  Inc.,  Carrollton, 
Mo.,  Triple  “B”  Trailer  Sales,  St. 
Charles,  Mo.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO: 
C.  L.  Phillips,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau 
of  Operations  and  Compliance,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Room  350, 
American  General  Building,  210  North¬ 
west  Sixth,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  73102. 

No.  MC  106398  (Sub-No.  2931  A),  filed 
July  19,  1965.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
TRAILER  CONVOY,  INC.,  1925  National 
Plaza,  Box  8096,  Dawson  Station,  Tulsa, 
Okla.  Applicant’s  representative:  0.  L 
Thee,  Sr.,  Vice  President  (same  address 
as  applicant’s).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Buildings  in  sections,  mounted  on 
wheeled  undercarriages  with  hitch  ball 
connector,  from  points  in  Missouri  to 
points  in  Arkansas,  Illinois,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Nebraska,  and  Oklahoma,  for 
180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPERS: 
Nashua  Manufacturing  Co.,  Kansas 
City,  Mo.;  Jourdan  Mobile  Homes,  Inc., 
and  Taylor  Trailer  Sales,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.;  Springfield  Mobile  Homes,  Spring- 
field,  Mo.;  Sel-Rae  Agency,  Inc.,  St.  Ann, 
Mo.;  Kreis  Mobile  Homes,  Inc.,  and 
Osage  Sales  Co.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  C.  L.  Phillips,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and 
Compliance,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Room  350,  American  General 
Building,  210  Northwest  Sixth,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.,  73102. 

No.  MC  107403  (Sub-No.  630TA),  filed 
July  19,  1965.  Applicant:  MATLACK, 
INC.,  10  West  Baltimore  Avenue,  Lans- 
downe,  Pa.,  19050.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  C.  W.  Zook,  Vice  President, 
Traffic  (same  address  as  applicant’s). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Sodium 
phosphate,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles, 
from  Trenton,  Mich.,  to  Chicago,  HI- 
for  150  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIPPER: 
Monsanto  Co.,  800  North  Lindbergh 
Boulevard,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  63166.  SEND 
PROTESTS  TO:  Ross  A.  Davis,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and 
Compliance,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  900  U.S.  Customhouse,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.,  19106.  , , 

No.  MC  110988  (Sub-No.  136TA),  fikd 
July  19,  1965.  Applicant:  KAMPO 

TRANSIT,  INC.,  200  West  Cecil  Street, 
Neenah,  Wis.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  David  A.  Peterson,  200  West  Cecu 
Street,  Neenah,  Wis.  Authority  sought 
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to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  PERS:  Wingren’s  Pood  Stores,  Box  377,  transfer  to  Carter  Trucking,  a  corpora - 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  Ketchikan,  Alaska,  Elliott  Stationery,  tion,  Burlingame,  Calif.,  of  the  op-  ' 
transporting:  Lime,  in  bulk,  in  tank  Box  608,  Ketchikan,  Alaska,  Gaffney's,  erating  rights  of  Signal  Trucking  Service, 
vehicles,  from  Chicago,  Ill.,  to  points  In  Post  Office  Box  875,  Ketchikan,  Alaska,  Ltd.,  a  corporation,  in  Certificate  No. 
Indiana  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  Rusher’s  Juneau  Young  Co.,  Inc.,  Post  MC-868  (Sub-No.  6) ,  Issued  October  22, 
SHIPPER:  Marblehead  Lime  Co.,  Dlv-  Office  Box  800,  Juneau,  Alaska,  Tongass  1964,  authorizing  the  transportation,  over 
Sion  of  General  Dynamics  Corp.,  300  Trading  Co.,  Post  Office  Box  468,  Ketchi-  irregular  routes,  of  general  commodities, 
fest  Washington  Boulevard,  Chicago,  kan,  Alaska,  Reliance  Shrimp  Co.,  excluding  household  goods,  commodities 
I  60606.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  W.  Wrangell,  Alaska,  Heckman’s  Post  Office  in  bulk,  and  other  specified  commodities, 

F.  Sibbald,  Jr.,  District  Supervisor,  Bu-  Box  1018,  Ketchikan,  Alaska,  Buzz's  between  points  in  San  Francisco  County, 
reau  of  Operations  and  Compliance,  Furniture,  Post  Office  Box  777,  Ketchi-  Calif.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other. 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  108  kan,  Alaska,  Race  Ketchikan  Pharma-  points  in  Oakland,  Berkeley,  Alameda, 
fest  Wells  Street,  Room  511,  Milwaukee,  cies,  Inc.,  300  Front  Street,  Ketchikan,  Emeryville,  Albany,  and  Piedmont,  Calif ., 
Wis  53202.  Alaska,  C.  R.  Rands  Co.,  Sitka,  Alaska,  between  points  in  San  Francisco  County, 

No.  MC  116325  (Sub-No.  27TA) .  filed  Stikine  Club  Bar,  Box  553,  Wrangell,  Calif.,  between  points  in  Oakland, 
July  19,  1965.  Applicant:  JENNINGS  Alaska.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO :  District  Berkeley,  Alameda,  Emeryville,  Albany, 
BOND,  doing  business  as  BOND  ENTER-  Supervisor,  Hugh  H.  Chaffee,  Bureau  of  and  Piedmont,  Calif.,  and  general  mer- 
PRISES,  Post  Office  Box  185,  Lutesville,  Operations  and  Compliance,  Interstate  chandise,  between  points  in  San  Fran¬ 
co.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  Commerce  Commission,  Post  Office  Box  cisco,  Calif.,  between  points  in  Oakland, 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  1532,  Anchorage,  Alaska,  99501.  Calif.,  and  between  San  Francisco,  Calif., 

regular  routes,  transporting:  Lumber,  No.  MC  127423TA,  filed  July  19,  1965.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Bay- 
from  points  in  Boone  and  Marion  Applicant:  MICHAEL  H.  McKIERNAN,  shore,  Brisbane,  South  San  Francisco, 
Counties,  Ark.,  to  the  plantsite  of  the  d/b/a  PALO  MAR  VAN  &  STORAGE,  Richmond,  Alameda,  Albany,  Berkeley, 
Mitchell  Pallet  and  Lumber  Corp.,  Lutes-  275  San  Marcos  Avenue,  San  Marcos,  El  Cerrito,  Emeryville,  Oakland,  Pied- 
viile.  Mo.,  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  Calif.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  mont,  and  San  Leandro,  Calif.,  and  in 
SHIPPER:  Mitchell  Pallett  and  Lumber  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Certificate  of  Registration  No.  MC-868 
Corp.,  Post  Office  Box  21,  Marble  Hill,  irregular  routes,  transporting:  House-  (Sub-No.  7)  issued  June  3,  1965,  au- 
Mo.  SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  J.  P.  hold  goods,  as  defined  by  the  Commls-  thorizing  the  transportation  of  general 
Werthmann,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  sion,  (1)  between  points  in  San  Diego  commodities  with  specified  exceptions  in 
of  Operations  and  Compliance,  Interstate  County,  Calif.,  and  (2)  between  points  in  the  San  Francisco-East  Bay  cartage  zone. 
Commerce  Commission,  Room  3248-B,  San  Diego  County,  Calif.,  and  Los  as  defined  by  the  Public  Utilities  Corn- 
Federal  Building,  1520  Market  Street,  St.  Angeles  and  Long  Beach  Harbors,  Calif.,  mission  of  the  State  of  California. 
Louis,  Mo.,  63103.  restricted  to  shipments  having  a  prior  or  Marshall  G.  Berol,  100  Bush  Street,  San 

No.  MC  125770  (Sub-No.  3TA),  filed  subsequent  movement  beyond  the  State  Francisco  4,  Calif.,  attorney  for 
July  19,  1965.  Applicant:  SPIEGEL  of  California,  for  180  days.  SUPPORT*-  Applicants. 

TRUCKING,  INC.,  504  Essex  Street,  ING  SHIPPERS:  Royal  Household  Goods  No.  MC-FC-67953.  By  order  of  July 
Harrison,  N.J.  Applicant’s  representa-  Shipping  Co.,  Inc.,  95  Broad  Street,  New  14,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
live:  LeRoy  Danziger,  334  King  Road,  York,  N.Y.;  Convan  Corp.,  24  Stone  the  transfer  to  Harry  S.  Green,  doing 
North  Brunswick,  N.J.  Authority  sought  Street,  New  York,  N.Y.,  10004.  SEND  business  as  Harry  Green  Delivery  Service, 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  PROTESTS  TO:  District  Supervisor  1121  North  MacArthur  Street,  Spring- 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport-  W.  J.  Huetig,  Interstate  Commerce  field.  Ill.,  of  a  portion  of  certificate  in 
tag:  Paint,  enamels,  lacquer,  and  varnish.  Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations  and  No.  MC-15974,  issued  December  3,  1963, 
from  Irvington,  N.J.,  to  Portsmouth,  Compliance,  Room  7708  Federal  Build-  to  Clifford  M.  Burtt  and  Marie  Burtt,  a 
N.H.,  Newport,  RJ.,  Hingham,  Mass.,  lng,  300  North  Los  Angeles  Street,  Los  partnership,  doing  business  as  Burtt’s 
Franconia.  Norfolk,  and  Portsmouth,  Va.,  Angeles,  Calif.,  90012.  Delivery  Service,  6248  Devonshire,  St. 


Atlanta,  Savannah,  East  Point,  Albany, 
Fort  Gordon  and  Fort  Benning,  Ga., 
Port  Bragg,  Camp  Lejeune  and  Cherry 
Point,  N.C.,  Fort  Jackson  and  Charles¬ 
ton,  S.C.,  Bynum,  Ala.,  Shelby,  Ohio, 


By  the  Commission. 


H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 


Delivery  Service,  6248  Devonshire,  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  authorizing  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of:  Films  and  associated  articles, 
newspapers,  and  magazines,  and  cigars, 
between  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  specified 
points  in  Illinois,  and,  from  St.  Louis,  HI., 


Chicago,  Ill.,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  Fort  1FR  Doc-  66-7^7  PUe<^'  July  23,  1966;  to  specified  points  in  Illinois. 

Worth,  Tex.,  Denver,  Colo.,  Albuquerque,  a-m  l  No.  MC-PC-67975.  By  ord 

N.  Mex.,  Clearfield,  Utah,  Holloman  AFB,  -  19,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board 

N.  Mex.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Bell,  Stockton,  [Notice  12071  the  transfer  to  yaupel 

Oakland,  Barstown,  and  Fort  Ord,  Calif.,  1  Inc.,  doing  business  as  Vaupel  Transpor- 

&nd  Auburn.  Wash.,  restricted  to  a  serv-  MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER  tation,  Davis  Junction,  Ill.,  of  certificate 
ice  under  a  continuing  contract  with  PROCEEDINGS  in  No.  MC-116776,  issued  March  11,  1958, 

Atlas  Paint  and  Varnish,  Co.,  Irvington,  to  Arthur  Stroyan,  De  Kalb,  HI.,  author- 

N.J.  for  180  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIP-  July  21,  1965.  izing  the  transportation  of:  animal,  pi- 

PER:  Atlas  Paint  &  Varnish  Co.,  32-50  Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant  geon  and  poultry  feed,  fly  spray,  mange 
Buffington  Avenue,  Irvington,  N.J.  to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com-  oil,  and  ingredients  for  the  manufacture 
SEND  PROTESTS  TO:  District  Super-  merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations  pre-  of  animal,  pigeon,  and  poultry  feeds,  be- 
visor  Walter  J.  Grossman,  Bureau  of  Op-  scribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part  179) ,  tween  Burlington,  Wis.,  on  the  one  hand, 
erations  and  Compliance,  Interstate  appear  below :  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  De  Kalb,  Lee, 

Commerce  Commission,  1060  Broad  As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe-  La  Salle,  Ogle,  and  Whiteside  Counties, 
Street,  Newark,  N.J.,  07102.  cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested  HI.  Robert  W.  Gosdick,  401  West  State 

No.  MC  126420  (Sub-No.  6TA) ,  filed  person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon-  Street,  Rockford,  HI.,  attorney  for 
July  19,  1965.  Applicant:  GATEWAY  sideration  of  the  following  numbered  Applicants. 

TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  11,  proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date  No.  MC-PC-67986.  By  order  of  July 
Ketchikan,  Alaska.  Authority  sought  to  of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant  19,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com-  the  transfer  to  Doris  Culton,  doing  busi- 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport-  merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition  ness  as  Culton  Trucking,  Newman,  HI., 
big:  General  commodities  (except  house-  will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the  of  the  operating  rights  issued  by  the 
hold  goods,  commodities  in  bulk,  explo-  order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its  dis-  Commission  October  28, 1960,  under  Cer- 
sives,  and  those  requiring  special  equip-  position.  The  matters  relied  upon  by  tifleate  No.  MC-81145,  to  Frank  Henry, 
roent) ,  between  Seattle,  Wash.,  on  the  petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their  Chrisman,  HI.,  authorizing  the  transpor- 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  petitions  with  particularity.  tation,  over  irregular  routes,  of  sand, 

southeast  Alaska  south  of  Haines,  Alaska,  No.  MC-FC-67526,  By  order  of  July  16,  gravel,  and  cinders,  from  Montezuma, 
‘or  iso  days.  SUPPORTING  SHIP-  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved  the  Clinton,  and  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  to  points 
No.  142 - 7 


No.  MC-PC-67975.  By  order  of  July 
19,  1965,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Vaupel  Transportation, 
Inc.,  doing  business  as  Vaupel  Transpor¬ 
tation,  Davis  Junction,  Ill.,  of  certificate 
in  No.  MC-116776,  issued  March  11,  1958, 
to  Arthur  Stroyan,  De  Kalb,  HI.,  author¬ 
izing  the  transportation  of:  animal,  pi- 
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in  Edgar  County,  Ill.  Allen  E.  Overaker, 
Chrisman,  Ill.,  attorney  for  Applicants. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-7807;  Filed,  July  23,  1966; 

8:47  a.m.] 

[Notice  1207-A] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

July  21,  1965. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part  179), 
appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  gen¬ 
eral  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  reconsid¬ 
eration  of  the  following  numbered  pro¬ 
ceedings  within  30  days  from  the  date 
of  service  of  the  order.  Pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition  will  post¬ 
pone  the  effective  date  of  the  order  in 
that  proceeding  pending  its  disposition. 
The  matters  relied  upon  by  petitioners 
must  be  specified  in  their  petitions  with 
particularity. 

No.  MC-FC-67758.  By  order  of  July 
12,  1965,  Division  3,  acting  as  an  Appel- 


STT’lcnWOllCSa  \ 

late  Division,  on  reconsideration,  ap¬ 
proved,  subject  to  certain  restrictions, 
the  transfer  of  the  operating  rights  In 
Certificate  No.  MC-119586  Issued  May  19, 
1960,  In  the  name  of  O.  H.  Curtis,  doing 
business  as  Curtis  Truck  Lines,  Mechan¬ 
ics  ville,  Iowa,  to  Midwest  Distributors, 
Inc.,  Manchester,  Iowa,  authorizing  the 
transportation,  over  irregular  routes,  of : 
Fruit,  vegetables,  foodstuffs,  beverages, 
and  gas  in  cylinders,  from  Chicago,  HI., 
to  Clinton  and  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa,  and 
empty  containers  on  return.  D.  C.  Nolan, 
405  Iowa  State  Building,  Iowa  City,  Iowa, 
attorney  for  applicants. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-7808;  FUed,  July  23,  1965; 
8:47  a.m.] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

July  21,  1965. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within 
15  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 


Long-and-Short  Haul 


FSA  No.  39934 — Substituted  service— 
CGW  for  Freight  Transit  Co.  Filed  by 
A.  R.  Fowler,  agent  (No.  13),  for  inter¬ 
ested  carriers.  Rates  on  property  loaded 
in  trailers  and  transported  on  railroad 
flat  cars,  between  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  and 
Council  Bluffs,  Iowa,  on  traffic  originat¬ 
ing  at  or  destined  to  such  points  or  points 
beyond  as  described  in  the  application. 

Grounds  for  relief — Motor  truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff — A.  R.  Fowler,  agent,  tariff  MF- 
ICCA-97. 

FSA  No.  39935 — Liquid  caustic  soda 
and  chlorine  from  Nixon,  Ga.  Filed  by 
O.  W.  South,  Jr.,  agent  (No.  A4733) ,  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  liquid 
caustic  soda  and  chlorine,  in  tank  car¬ 
loads,  subject  to  minimum  shipment  of 
8  tank  carloads,  in  straight  or  mixed 
tank  carload  lots,  from  Nixon,  Ga.,  to 
Georgetown,  S.C. 

Grounds  for  relief — Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff — Supplement  202  to  Southern 
Freight  Association,  agent,  tariff  ICC  S- 
194. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-7809;  FUed,  July  23,  1W5; 

8:47  a.m.] 
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CUMULATIVE  LIST  OF  CFR  PARTS  AFFECTED — JULY 

The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  to  date  during  July. 
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July  2,  1910  (revoked  in  part 

by  PLO  3725) .  8792 

Mar.  29,  1912  (revoked  in  part 

by  PLO  3715) .  8789 
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